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Current Topics. 
The New Judges’ Bill. 

THE STATEMENT made by the Prime Minister in the House of 
Commons on Tuesday may be taken to have secured the passage 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill. The proposal for the 
appointment of two additional judges of the King’s Bench 
Division emanated from a joint committee of the two Houses, who 
had before them witnesses representing different points of view as 
to the arrangement and disposal of judicial time. The pro- 
posal was connected with recommendations for the adoption of 
various administrative changes, and the Prime Minister stated 
that he agreed with the Lord Chancellor in thinking that these 
changes were called for equally with the creation of the two extra 
judges in order to deal adequately and promptly with the 
present congestion of business. Unfortunately certain members 
of Parliament, not appreciating the real urgency of the matter, 
have attempted to make the Bill the occasion for airing their 
notions as to regulations in respect of age and otherwise under 
which the judicial office should be exercised. But these are matters 
which should be considered in regard to the entire judicial bench, 
and to raise them in connection with the proposal for the appoint- 
ment of new judges as a temporary measure is to ignore entirely 
the object of the Bill. Whether judges always make the best 
use of their time is a further matter very proper to be discussed, 
and the Prime Minister called attention to the tendency to give 
up Saturday sittings. That the Saturday sitting can be properly 
replaced by an additional half-hour on other days in the week 
we very much doubt. The Prime Minister seems to think that 
it can. There is, he says, no magic in Saturday qua Saturday, 
and we believe that the Lord Chancellor expressed a similar 
opinion in his evidence before the joint committee. But, with 
deference, we cannot agree. A trifling extension of work on a 
succession of days may or may not result in a substantial increase 
of business done; but as to the efficiency of a separate day’s 
work there is no question. The result appears to be that the 
Bill will pass and the two additional judges will be appointed, 
and that certain administrative changes will be made. But as 
to what these will be there is at present no definite information. 
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Costs of Next Friends. 

AN IMPORTANT decision has been given by Eve, J., in Steeden v. 
Walden (Times, 5th inst.) on the right of a next friend of an infant 
to recover from the infant costs for which he has become liable in 
the course of the litigation. The office of next friend, when 
properly undertaken, is designed to protect the interests of the 
infant, and it is important that persons who might be willing 
to intervene on an infant’s behalf should not be prevented from 
doing so by being exposed to too onerous a liability. Practically 
all litigation involves the risk of failure, and if next friends are 
permitted to intervene at all, the question of success in the 
litigation cannot be the test of the infant’s liability. Even where 
the litigation is successful, there are likely to be costs for which 
the next friend is liable and which cannot be recovered from the 
other side. In this case the infant obtains the benefit of the 
litigation and he is naturally liable to make good the costs. The 
real question of his liability arises when, as in the present case 
before Eve, J., the litigation has been unsuccessful, and the 
principle which he extracted from the authorities is that the 
infant is primd facie liable to indemnify the next friend 
against costs properly incurred on his behalf, and that such 
liability ought to be, and will be, enforced in all cases where 
the court is satisfied that the litigation has been prompted by 
motives of benevolence towards the infant, and has been con- 
ducted in his interest and with diligence and propriety. In 
Steeden v. Walden the result of the action brought by the next 
friend bad been to leave him liable to the defendant for damages 
and costs to the extent of £468, and his own costs amounted to 
£248. The action was brought to test the validity of a mort- 
gage, and this was a matter which remained in doubt until all 
the evidence had been produced at the trial. It was commenced 
on the advice of counsel, and the learned judge said that he 
himself, had an application been before him, would have 
sanctioned the institution of the action and its prosecution to a 
hearing. On the above principle, therefore, he held that the 
infant was bound to indemnify the next friend against both the 
above sums. 

Summary Jurisdiction of Court to Enforce 
Undertaking by Solicitor. 

THE CASE of United Mining and Finance Corporation vy. Becher, 
says a correspondent, which was decided by Mr. Justice 
HAMILTON on the 20th of April, was concerned with a question 
which one would suppose had been long ago settled by authority. 
The question is whether the court has jurisdiction, on the appli- 
cation of a person to whom a solicitor gives an undertaking in 
his capacity as a solicitor, to exercise its summary procedure 
to compel the solicitor to carry out the undertaking, though the 
applicant is not the client of the solicitor and the undertaking 
was not given in the course of legal proceedings, and there is not 
the slightest suggestion of dishonourable or discreditable conduct 
on the part of the solicitor. It has long been usual in contentious 
and non-contentious business, where the solicitor of the opposite 
party is better known than his client or where he acts for a 
foreign principal, to obtain a personal undertaking from him as 
to the carrying out of some collateral transactions or as to the 
payment of money. And it has long been settled that when 
the solicitor in a cause gives an undertaking in his character 
of solicitor, the court will enforce such undertaking or punish 
the breach of it ina summary way. But it seems that where 
the solicitor gives an undertaking in a proceeding not before 
the court, the law is not so clear. In the case under con- 
sideration, the applicants, who were treating with a Russian 
mine-owner for the acquisition of certain mining claims, paid a 
sum of money to his solicitor in England upon a written under- 
taking for its repayment in certain contingencies. The question 
was whether this undertaking could only be enforced by action 
or whether recourse might be had to the disciplinary power 
of the court. It was contended that, inasmuch as there were 


no proceedings in court, the relation of solicitor and client 
did not exist, and as there had been no dishonourable conduct 
on the part of the solicitors, the court hed no jurisdiction to 
make a summary order, and that the case did not differ in 
principle from one where a landlord lets a house to a solicitor, | 





or a tradesman sells provisions to him. Mr. Justice Hamixtoy, 
in a careful and elaborate judgment, examined the cases cited 
in argument and came to the conclusion that the test of juris. 
diction is whether the undertaking was given by the respondent 
in his professional capacity as solicitor, though it is always 
competent for him to urge that there are grounds upon which 
the court should refuse to exercise its discretion in the matter, 


Removal of the Assizes and Concentration of the 
Business in Other Towns. 

THE FEAR that proposals to remove the assizes from the small 
towns where they are now held may be carried into effect has 
led to vigorous remonstrances from borough corporations, 
mayors, and justices at quarter sessions. Some of these objec. 
tions are natural enough. If a city loses its assizes after 
having enjoyed them for hundreds of years, it will think that 
its glory is diminished. And in every other case the official 
visits of the judges accompanied by the bar are a welcome 
break in the monotony of life in a small town. Judges also 
cannot be expected to sympathize with a change which removes 
them from a place with picturesque surroundings and scenery to 
a crowded and smoky manufacturing town. The objection to 
the removal of the assizes is, however, often placed upon grounds 
of practical convenience. The argument for the change is that 
time is wasted by holding assizes in a small town for only one 
or two cases, and that a concentration of the business in a large 
town would release a judge for his duties in the Metropolis. The 
answer——in which the towns and many of the judges join—is 
that prisoners are entitled to be tried amongst their own people 
where they are understood. ‘This answer is one which we find it 
somewhat difficult to appreciate. Is it contended that every large 
town in a county should have its assize? Manchester, not very 
many years since, had no assizes: Was it right that a native of Man- 
chester should be tried in the ancient borough of Lancaster? A 
large part of the working population of London is of a shifting 
character: Ought a London workman who has committed a 
crime in some northern or western county, where he has gone 
in search of work, to be brought back for trial in London? A 
more substantial complaint is that the removal would lead to 
increased expense and inconvenience to litigants and witnesses, 
and hardship to jurors. This question should, we think, be very 
carefully considered, but with reference to the whole county, and 
not with special reference to the population of asmall town. In 
any case, the difficulty of carrying out any scheme of concentration, 
owing to the local pressure which is likely to be exercised upon 
Members of Parliament, will make it certain that no change will 
be accomplished without the fullest consideration. 


Liability of Person Signing ‘Exchange Form 
at Bank. 

WE HAVE some difficulty in understanding the principle upon 
which the county court judge for Marylebone is state: to have pro- 
ceeded in giving judgment in the case of London and South-Western 
Bank v. North-Western Women’s Social and Political Union 
aul Mrs. G., which was heard last week. The action was 
to recover the amount of two cheques cashed by the bank at 
the request of Mrs. G., who was honorary secretary aud 
treasurer of the Union. It was stated that Mrs. G. went to 
the bank, accompanied by another lady. The latter presented a 
cheque for £20 on a bank in Liverpool, and said that she 
wished to have it cashed. The cashier, who knew Mrs. G., and 
was informed by her that the lady was a subscriber to the funds 
of the Union, handed Mrs. G. an “exchange form,’ which 
she signed without reading it, and received from the bank £20 
in gold, which she handed to the lady who had drawn the 
cheque, Later on in the same day another cheque for £20 was 
cashed under similar conditions, the lady drawing the cheques 
paying a subscription to the funds of the Union. The cheques 
were not honoured, and the question was whether the 
Union or Mrs. G. were liable to indemnify the bank for 
the payment of the cheques. The judge said he could not see 
that the Union was responsible (this seems tolerably clear), 
nor did he see that Mrs. G. had misrepresented her authority. 
He therefore gave judgment for the defendants. The use of 
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the term “ misrepresentation” is calculated to perplex the case, 
for there could be no doubt that Mrs. G. acted in good faith, 
but the question, as it seems to us, was whether Mrs. G., by 
requesting the bank to pay the amount of the cheques to 
a third person, and to debit the amount to the account of 
the Union, had not impliedly warranted that she possessed 
the authority which she assumed to exercise, so as to be liable 
for breach of the warranty. We are not acquainted 
with the contents of “exchange forms.” They are not 
employed by all the London banks, but they are probably 
nothing but the record of a common transaction by which a 
customer, by himself or his agent, upon handing a crossed 
cheque to the cashier, requests that the amount may be paid to 
him in cash and debited to his account as a payment by the 
bank. This is done by endorsing the cheque and writing 
“Exchange” upon it. The case is one of interest to bankers, 
but we do not hear that it is likely to be taken to the Divisional 
Court. 


“Baseball! Jurisprudence.” 


“BASEBALL JURISPRUDENCE” is the subject of an article in 
a recent number of the American Law Review. Baseball has 
long been a source of large revenue to American players and to 
those who promote baseball enterprizes, and the article, which 
extends to about twenty pages, explains how the different base- 
ball clubs have been brought by agreement under a common 
management. Englishmen may reasonably think that golf, foot- 
ball, and cricket occupy an important position in the newspapers 
of this country or in the thoughts of their readers, but we have 
not become acquainted with any treatise upon the law relating 
to these games. This may in some measure be attributed to 
the absence of any such institution as “The National Agree- 
ment of Professional Baseball Clubs.” It seems that before 
1901 baseball was played regularly only in the larger American 
cities, there being a league, comprising eight or ten clubs, 
playing in a circuit embracing the larger cities of the north and 
east according to a fixed schedule of games, the whole being 
under a single corporate managemént. In 1901 representatives 
of all the important leagues of the country got together and 
formed the national association, which by resolution was created 
for ten years, and which at the present day is the means by 
which every baseball team in the country is not only governed 
but the personnel thereof is kept together at the will of the club 
owners, not by the force of any common or statute law, but 
simply by the mandate of the agreement. The object 
of the national agreement is “to perpetuate baseball 
as the national game of America, and to surround it 
with such safeguards as to warrant absolute public confidence 
in its integrity and methods, and to promote and afford pro- 
tection to such professional baseball leagues and associations 
as may desire to operate under its provisions.” A governing 
body called “The National Board of Arbitration” has been 
created. The object of the agreement is to tie the player up 
with his club so that he shall not be able to play with any other 
club except with the consent of his employers. This is accom- 
plished by giving the board absolute control over the players 
and the clubs. Under the form of contract prescribed by the 
board, and under which all players work, the player agrees for a 
stated sum per month to devote his entire time and services 
as a ball-player to his club during the period of the contract, 
and not to render such services during the time of the contract 
to any other club without his employers’ consent in writing. 
This contract has been considered by different State courts 
on applications to restrain players from entering into contracts 
with any other club than their own, but it is stated that since 
1902 there have been no reported cases involving the construc- 
tion of these contracts. 


The Assurance Companies Act, 1909. 


THE ASSURANCE Companies Act, 1909, received the Royal 
Assent on the 3rd of December last, but (except as to one sec- 
tion, section 36) only came into operation on the Ist of July 
last. Its full title is “An Act to consolidate and amend and 
extend to other Companies carrying on Assurance or Insurance 





business the Law relating to Life Insurance Companies, and for 
other purposes connected therewith.” The Act is consolidating 
in so far as it repeals and re-enacts the three Life Assurance 
Companies Acts of 1870, 1871, and 1872, section 7 of the Trade 
Union Act Amendment Act, 1876, and the Employers’ Liability 
Insurance Companies Act, 1907. The law relating to life 
assurance companies is extended to other insurance companies by 
making the Act apply to five ‘classes of insurance business, viz., 
life assurance business, fire insurance business, accident insurance 
business, employers’ liability insurance business, and bond invest- 
ment business. The Act applies to, and describes as “assurance 
companies,” not only companies proper, but also “all persons or 
bodies of persons, whether corporate or unincorporate, not being 
registered under the Acts relating to friendly societies or to 
trade unions” that carry on any of the five specified assurance 
businesses, The Act also applies to individual underwriters, but 
places them in a special category, governed by special rules which 
are set out in Schedule 8. It is worth while to notice some 
insurance businesses that the Act does not apply to. The most 
important is marine insurance, which has two Acts of its own— 
the Marine Insurance Act, 1906, and the Marine Insurance 
(Gambling Policies) Act, 1909. There are also mortgage insurance 
business, possibly title insurance (though this is chiefly carried 
on in America), and sinking fund and capital redemption insur- 
ance. These insurance businesses are not included in the scope 
of the new Act. The most striking feature of the Act is the 
provision making it obligatory on every “assurance company” 
as defined by the Act to deposit with the Paymaster-General 
the sum of £20,000. The Act generally is directed towards 
greater publicity and facility for ascertaining the financial 
position of the insurance companies within its scope. 


The Atlantic Fisheries Arbitration. 


SENATOR TURNER (as the Times correspondent now calls the 
American lawyer) has concluded his eight days’ argument before 
the Hague Arbitration Tribunal. His contention is that article 1 
of the Treaty of 1818 created an international servitude in favour 
of the United States, and that such a servitude is a real right 
inhering in, and passing with, the territory both of the grantor 
and grantee State. Sir Ropert FINLAY argued that this so-called 
servitude did not differ in principle, for the purposes of regula- 
tion, from the liberties that are often granted by one State to the 
inhabitants of another State to reside in and carry on business in 
the territory of the grantor State. Under such grants the 
inhabitants of the grantee State must conform to the laws of 
the grantor State. The latjer proposition is admitted by the 
United States, but a distinction is drawn between such treaties 
and treaties granting fishery rights, on the ground that in the 
latter the principles of territoriality is involved, whilst in the 
ordinary case of permission to reside and trade the governing 
principle is that of personality. The result of this difference between 
these two principles of construing the treaty of 1818 would be, 
of course, to make the fishery grounds and adjacent coasts a sort 
of condominium such as is exercised by France and Great Britain 
over the New Hebrides—with extremely unsatisfactory results 
in all probability. Practically, it would be necessary to set up a 
Joint Commission by whom regulations would be framed. The 
interest for lawyers in this arbitration case will centre largely 
in the question of the extent to which municipal law-—such 
as the law of servitudes—will be applied by analogy to the 
relations between political entities. In other words, will inter- 
national law become more and more like municipal law, until 
finally some method of providing a sufficient sanction for its 
rules is discovered ? 


The Citation of Text-books. 


Ir 1S not surprising that with the improvement in text-books 
in recent times there should be an increasing tendency to cite 
them in court as having a certain authority. There have, of 
course, for a long period been text-books universally accepted as 
suitable for citation, and we believe that there was at one timea 
sort of rule that this honour was reserved for the works of deceased 
authors. But the frequent citation in the courts of standard 





works, the authors of which are still living, shews that no such 
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rule is now recognized in practice. An instance is afforded 
by the citation this week by the Master of the Rolls in British 
South A frica Co. v. De Beers Consolidated Mines of Mr. 
WESTLAKE and Mr. Footr’s works on Private International 
Law with respect to the law as to contracts relating to immove- 
ables. It may bo that no text-books are strictly authorities, 
though in certain cases the judicial deference paid to them 
makes them rank very nearly as atthorities. But they are of 
undoubted use in guiding the court to the relevant decisions 
and to the correct rule to be derived from the decisions. In 
Sir Freperick Potiock’s “First Book of Jurisprudence” 
(2nd ed., p. 312) there is an interesting note as to the 
practice of his grandfather, the Chief Baron. “I myself 
read no treatises; I referred to them as collecting the 
authorities. I learned law by reading the reports and attending 
the courts, and thinking and talking of what I read and heard.” 
This is rather from the point of view of the student than of the 
judge, and for a student so unsystematic a method is open to 
criticism. But a judge requires a reliable statement of the law 
—that law which ought to, but does not always, reside in himself 
—and he finds it in text-books which attain a suitable standard 
of excellence. Probably Prof. SALMOND states the matter cor- 
rectly when he says that persuasive efficacy is attributed to 
English and American text-books of the better sort (Jurispru- 
dence, 2nd ed., p. 165 n). 


Set off. 


THE CASE of Bennett v. White, referred to in our article on 
Set off (ante, p. 500), is now reported in 1910, 2 K. B. 1, 
and the decision of the Divisional Court has just been 
reversed by the Court of Appeal: see 1910, W. N. 167. 
This reversal confirms the view we ventured to suggest 
as the right one—viz., that mutual debts must be held to 
include (for the purpose of the Statutes of Set off) debts to 
which both parties have a legal right, even though that right 
arises by virtue of an assignment. The appeal was allowed 
unanimously (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., FARWELL and BucKLRY, 
L.JJ.). The Master of the Rolls, referring to section 25, sub- 
section 6, of the Judicature Act, 1873, pointed out that the 
courts below had overlooked the alteration effected by that sub- 
section in the position of an assignee of a debt, and he quoted 
the remarks of Lord Esuer in [ead vy. Brown (22. Q. B. D. 128) : 
“The words mean what they say ; they transfer the legal right 
to the debt as well as the legal remedies for its recovery. The 
debt is transferred to the assignee and becomes as though it 
had been his from the beginning: it is no longer the debt of 
the assignor at all, who cannot sue for it, the right to sue being 
taken from him; the assignee becomes the assignee of a legal 
debt, and is not merely an assignee in equity, and the debt 
being his, he can sue for it, and sue in his own name.” ‘T'o this 
must now be added—“ and can set it off against a debt due by 
him to a person who sues him.” , 


Ecce Iterum--the Public Trustee. 

THE LATEST “ interview” with the Public Trustee, in the Daily 
Mail of Wednesday last, breaks new ground. The public are no 
longer treated exclusively to the particulars of the business of 
this official, but are enabled, to some extent, to picture to them- 
selves the man who transacts it. We are told that 
‘* Mr. STEWART, the Public Trustee, is a tall, clean-cut man, with grey 
hair, kindly eyes, and a quick method of explanation. He is swift in 
reaching the centre of discussion, but he has the gift of never seeming 
to bein a hurry. Old ladies who come in to ask him about their small 
estates of a few hundred pounds are often tempted into asking him to 
draw up a will for them, as well as to administer the wills after they are 
dead. This is one of the penalties of his manner.” 

ra ee stir 
What a “clean-cut man” may be we find it difficult to under- 
stand ; but it is obviously something phenomenal, and eminently 
attractive to old ladies. We remember to have heard that at a 
certain London bank a cashier of specially suave manner is 
employed to attend to this class of the population. Why should 


not solicitors take a hint from the Public Trustee and the Bank, 
and employ a “clean-cut ” clerk, with a manner irresistibly 
fascinating to old ladies ? 








Clogging the Equity. 


Tne Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FARWELL and 
KENNEDY, L.JJ.) have unanimously affirmed, in British South 
Africa Co, v. De Beers Consolidated Mines (Limited) (Times, 6th 
inst.), the decision recently given by SwINFEN Eapy, J. (ante, 
p- 289; 1910, 1 Ch. 354), and the result is perhaps chiefly 
remarkable for the approval expressed by the Master of the 
Rolls of the doctrine that a mortgage may not contain any 
stipulation purporting to bind the mortgaged property in favour 
of the mortgagee after the mortgage has been paid off. 
Ordinarily this is known as the doctrine of clogging the equity, 
and the description seems to be sufficiently accurate. The 
stipulation would prevent the mortgagor from getting the 
mortgaged property back as free as it was before the mortgage. 
“Equity,” said Bowen, L.J., in Marquess of Northampton vy. 
Pollock (45 Ch. D., p. 215), “will permit of no attempt to clog, 
fetter, or impede the borrower’s right to redeem and to rescue 
what was, and still remains in equity his own.” In the same case, 
on appeal, Lord BRAMWELL, in a well-known judgment, 
said that he could not understand this (Salt v. Marquess of 
Northampton (1892, A. C., p. 19); we have an impression that the 
words he actually used were “That beats me” ; and the rule has 
been the subject of judicial protest since. ‘‘A perfectly fair 
bargain,” said Lord Hatspury in Samuel v. Jarrah Timber and 
Wood Paving Corporation (1904, A. C., p. 325), in a passage quoted 
by Kennepy, L.J., in the present case, “made between two 
parties to it, each of whom was quite sensible of what they 
were doing, is not to be performed because at the same time a 
mortgage arrangement was made between them . . Buta 
line of authorities, going back for more than a century, has decided 
that such an arrangement as that which was here arrived at is 
contrary to a principle of equity, the sense or reason of which 
I am not able to appreciate.” In the same case Lord 
MACNAGHTEN, referring to the doctrine, said: ‘Speaking for 
myself, I should not be sorry if your lordships could see your 
way to modify it so as to prevent its being used as a means of 
evading a fair bargain come to between persons dealing at arms’ 
length and negotiating on equal terms. The directors of a 
trading company in search of financial assistance are certainly in 
a very different position from that of an impecunious landowner 
in the toils of a crafty money-lender.” 

But in spite of these criticisms, it has been found impossible 
to interfere with the rule, and in the present case the Master 
of the Rolls has treated it as a necessary incident of a mortgage. 
“In the view of our law,” he said, “it is inconsistent with the 
very idea of a mortgage that on payment off of the mortgage debt 
the mortgagee should retain for his own benefit any part of, or 
any interest in, the mortgaged property. This principle applies 
whether the mortgage is legal or equitable, and whether the 
property mortgaged is real or personal”; and the Master of the 
Rolls described it as a highly sensible principle. Possibly this may 
be regarded as begging the question, for the point is not whether 
the clog is inconsistent with the nature of a mortgage taken by 
itself, but whether the parties, on entering into a transaction of 
mortgage, are at liberty to add to it something which is not of 
the nature of mortgage. In the present case the De Beers 
Co. by an agreement of the 20th of April, 1892, agreed to 
advance to the British South Africa Co. by certain instal- 
ments the sum of £112,000. This amount was to be repaid in 
London on the Ist of January, 1893, with interest at the rate of 
£6 per cent. per annum ; but the agreement conferred on the 
De Beers Co. the right to decline to take payment for five 
years, and if they so declined they were to be entitled to the 
benefit of a scheduled clause which gave them the exclusive 
right to work the diamondiferous ground of the British South 
Africa Co. south of the Zambesi. The agreement also provided 
that, if the British South Africa Co. should issue debentures, the 
De Beers Co. should be entitled to take debentures in satisfaction 
of the £112,000. 

The De Beers Co. did not refuse to take repayment for 
five years, and accordingly they did not become entitled to the 
benefit of the scheduled clause in the agreement of April, 1892 ; 
but that agreement was followed by another agreement of 








Ju 
the 7! 
made 
entire 
the si 
£750, 
ing ¢ 
Britis 
vided 
rende 
the le 
licenc 
Sout! 
certa’ 
execu 

age 
s 
sums 
Co. t 
issue 
excee 
the n 
befor 
from 
of the 

If 
and t 
stipul 
perpe 
been 
authe 
other 
recen 
prop! 
tion | 
is no 
But t 
was 1 

pres 
to g¢ 
abro: 
view: 
deter 
done 
such 
Mast 
adva 
debt 
acces 
secul 
the ¢ 
to th 
were 
secul 
mad 

TI 
the 
ing | 
Swn 
by tl 
it hi 
reme 

ing t 

is ill 

by ci 
(Mor 
pring 
equi 
juris 
equit 
prop 
amer 
vent 
but ; 
docti 








910 


ELL and 
‘) South 
es, 6th 
J. (ante, 
chiefly 
of the 
in any 
favour 
‘id off, 
equity, 
The 
ig the 
rtgage, 
nton y, 
O clog, 
rescue 
le Case, 
pment, 
USS oy 
hat the 
ue has 
ly fair 
er and 
juoted 
n two 
they 
ime a 
But a 
ecided 
at is 
which 
Lord 
ig for 
| your 
ins of 
arms’ 
of a 
nly in 
ywner 


ssible 
laster 
gage. 
h the 
debt 
of, or 
oplies 
r the 
f the 
; may 
other 
mn by 
yn of 
ot of 
seers 
Ye to 
istal- 
id in 
te of 

the 
five 
» the 
sive 
outh 
‘ided 
the 
‘tion 


for 
the 
192 


of 








July 9. 1910. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


(Vol. 54.] 649 














the 7th of December in the same year, by which provision was 
made for the advance of a further sum of £100,000, and the 
entire advance was to be secured by first mortgage debentures of 
the same nominal amount which were to be part of an issue of 
£750,000 debentures. The debentures wera to form a float- 
ing charge upon the entire assets and undertaking of the 
British South Africa Co. By this second agreement it was pro- 
yided that, in consideration of the assistance rendered and to be 
rendered by the De Beers Co. to the British South Africa Co., 
the latter company should grant to the De Beers Co. an exclusive 
licence to work all the diamondiferous ground of the British 
South Africa Co., whether north or south of the Zambesi, upon 
certain terms as to royalties., A debenture trust deed was 
executed on the 27th of June, 1894, to secure £250,000 mort- 
gage debentures and £500,000 mortgage debenture stock, all 
ranking pari passu. In pursuance of the agreements of 1892, 
sums to the amount of £212,000 were advanced by the De Beers 
Co. to the British South Africa Co., and were covered by the 
issue of debentures, part of the issue of £250,000, to an amount 
exceeding £212,000. These were sold by the De Beers Co. in 
the market and were paid off by the British South Africa Co. 
before the end of 1896. After that date no sums remained due 
from the British South Africa Co. to the De Beers Co. in respect 
of the advances. 

If these agreements had related solely to English companies 
and to English land, it seems clear on the authorities that the 
stipulation to give the lending company an exclusive licence in 
perpetuity to work part of the mortgaged property would have 
been void, Upon this point there is nothing to add to the 
authorities referred to above, which are only typical of numerous 
other authorities in which the same question has been considered of 
recent years. As we have seen, opinions may differ as to the 
propriety of making the equitable principle of the clog on redemp- 
tion apply in cases of a purely commercial character where there 
is no suggestion of any oppression of the borrower by the lender. 
But the principle itself is fully established, and the real question 
was whether it was applicable in the special circumstances of the 
present case. These circumstances related to the law which was 
to govern the contract and to the situation of the property 
abroad. Upon both points the Court of Appeal endorsed the 
views of SWINFEN Eapy, J. It is for the parties to a contract to 
determine the law which shall govern it, and when they have not 
done so in express terms, their intention must be gathered from 
such indications as the nature of the contract affords. The 
Master of the Rolls attached weight to the circumstance that the 
advances were to be repaid in London. Ina mortgage, he said, the 
debt is the principal thing; the security is merely an adjunct or 
accessory to the debt. And yet it may be remarked that the 
security, whether accessory or not, is the very thing which gives 
the debt its special nature as a mortgage debt. But in addition 
to this, the agreements were executed here, and in their form they 
were English agreements. In particular the description of the 
security constituted by the debentures as a“‘ floating security ” 
made use of a term which is perhaps peculiar to English law. 

There still remained the question whether the doctrine of 
the clog on the equity could be applied to a mortgage affect- 
ing land situate abroad, but this also, both in the view of 
Swinren Eapy, J., and of the Court of Appeal, is determined 
by the principle that equity acts in personam. Upon this ground 
it has long been settled that equity will grant its peculiar 
remedies as against persons within the jurisdiction, notwithstand- 
ing that the property is situated without the jurisdiction. This 
is illustrated not only by cases of specific performance, but also 
by cases on enforcement of mortgages, such as Ex parte Pollard 
(Mont.& Ch. 239) and Paget v. Ede(L. R. 18 Eq. 118); andthe same 
principle seems to forbid the enforcement of a stipulation which in 
equity is void, although the property is situated, outside the 
jurisdiction. Wherever the property is situated, it is equally in- 
equitable for the mortgagee to seek to retain an interest in the 
property after the loan has been repaid, and so long as he is 
amenable to the jurisdiction of a court of equity, he will be pre- 
vented from doing this. The case establishes no new doctrine, 
but it forms a very interesting example of the application of old 
doctrines. 


Sales Under the Settled Land Acts 


and Incumbered Interests. 


THE decision of the Court of Appeal in Te Davies and Kent's 
Contract (1910, 2 Ch. 35) is an important confirmation of the view 
taken by SwINFEN Eapy, J.,in Le Dickin and Kelsall’s Contract 
(1908, 1 Ch. 213) as to the efficiency of a conveyance by a tenant 
for life upon a sale under the Settled Land Acts, notwithstanding 
that the tenant for lite or the remainderman has mortgaged his 
interest. The case where a tenant for life has mortgaged his 
interest is expressly dealt with by section 50 of the Act of 1882, 
and it would be singular if, apart from the provisions of that 
section, the fact of a beneficiary under the settlement having 
incumbered his interest should place a fetter upon the exercise 
of the statutory power of sale. But the wide terms in which 
section 20 is expressed give some countenance to this result. 
Sub-section 1 empowers the tenant for life, upon a sale under 
the statute, to convey the settled land for the estate or interest 
which is the subject of the settlement, and sub-section 2 
states the effect of such a conveyance. It is effectual 
to pass the land conveyed “discharged from all the limitations, 
powers, and provisions of the settlement, and from all estates, 
interests, and charges subsisting or to arise thereunder, but 
subject to and with the exception of” certain matters. These 
excepted matters are threefold. The third head need not be 
mentioned. ‘The first and second are: (i.) All estates, interests, 
and charges having priority to the settlement ; and (ii) all such 
other, if any, estates, interests, and charges as have been con- 
veyed or created for securing money actually raised at the date 
of the deed.” 

The first exception, as the Master of the Rolls pointed out in 
the present case, was perhaps not necessary to be stated. The 
conveyance only passes the land for the interest which is the 
subject of the settlement, and hence estates and interests which 
have priority to the settlement cannot be touched by it. But 
the words of the second exception raise a difficulty, for if they 
are taken in their literal meaning, so as to include all charges 
for securing money actually raised at the date of the deed, 
they will include charges created by the tenant for life or by a 
remainderman on their interests. This, however, is so opposed 
to the scheme of the Act, which is to enable the tenant for life 
to sell the land without the concurrence of those entitled in 
remainder, that it is natural to look for a more restricted 
meaning for the words. 

As already pointed out, an indication that the concurrence of 
incumbrancers on beneficial interests under the settlement is not 
in general required is found in the special provision made by 
section 50 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, with regard to incum- 
brances on the interest of the tenant foriife. There it is provided 
that the statutory powers of the tenant for life remain exercise- 
able by the tenant for life, notwithstanding any assignment of his 
interest, but the rights of an assignee for value of that interest 
are not to be affected without his consent. Thus on a sale by a 
tenant for life who has mortgaged his interest; the mortgagee 
must consent, but this appears to be the extent to which mort- 
gagees of the beneficial interests are brought into the sale. The 
mortgagee of the life interest need not concur in the conveyance, 
and the mortgagee of an interest in remainder need neither 
consent to the sale nor concur in the conveyance. 

And this is the result approved both in te Dickins and Kelsall’s 
Contract (supra) and in the present case of Le Davies and Kent's 
Contract (supra). In Ite Sebright’s Settled Estates (33 Ch. D. 438), 
however, Nortu, J., gave a wider construction to the words of 
exception. ‘I think,” he said, ‘the words include all estates 
and interests created subsequently to the settlement for the 
purpose of securing money, and that they therefore include 
a mortgage of his life interest made by the tenant for life for 
the purpose of raising money.” And there is a passage, too, in 
the judgment of Cartry, L.J., in Le Mundy and Koper’s Contract 
(1899, 1 Ch., p. 289) which perhaps favours the same view— 
namely, that all mortgagees who have lent money on the security 
of the Jand are unaffected by a conveyance under section 20. 
But in the earlier case of Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe (40 Ch. D- 
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338) the same learned judge, then Cutty, J., pointed out that 
the words of the exception might be restricted to a meaning more 
in accordance with the general scheme of the statute by reading 
them as an exception from the previous words, ‘ discharged 
from .. . all estates, interests, and charges subsisting or to 
arise thereunder.” 

With this restriction the words would except from the effect 
of the conveyance only moneys raised for the purpose of the 
settlement, such as moneys raised for portions, and this is the 
meaning which in conveyancing practice has been given to them. 
In accordance with this construction, SWINFEN EApDy, J., decided 
in te Dickin and Kelsall’s Contract (supra) that a purchaser was 
not entitled to require the concurrence in the conveyance of a 
mortgagee of the interest of the tenant for life, and in Re Davies 
and Kent's Contract (supra) the Court of Appeal have decided that 
he is not entitled to require the concurrence of a mortgagee of the 
interest of a remainderman. The exception of charges created 
for securing money actually raised at the date of the deed— 
that is, of the conveyance to the purchaser—refers to charges on 
the land itself, as distinguished from charges on the estate of any 
beneficiary in the land. If it had the wider meaning contended 
for, so as to include charges of the latter kind, then, as the Master 
of the Rolls pointed out, the Act, which was intended to make 
land saleable, would entirely fail, and Buck.ey, L.J., similarly 
said that to adopt this conclusion would make the Act unwork- 
able. The tenant for life would have to discover before contract- 
ing to sell that the remaindermen had not incumbered their 
interests ; but he is not entitled to make such inquiries, and practi- 
cally he could never sell. The present decision represents the 
only possible construction consistent with the due working of the 
statute. A purchaser from the tenant for life is not concerned to 
inquire whether remaindermen have incumbered their interests. 








Reviews. 


Divorce Law and Practice. 


PRAcTICE AND LAW IN THE Divorce Division or tHe HIGH 
Court oF Justice. By WitutaAmM Raypen, Barrister-at-Law. 
WITH AN INTRODUCTION by the Rt. Hon. Lord Mersey or 
ToxtetH. Butterworth & Co. 

Some may think that the ideal text-book on divorce law and pro- 
cedure still remains to be written, but there can be little room for 
doubt that Mr. Kayden’s work will occupy a front place in the litera- 
ture of the subject. Perhaps it is more correct to describe it asa 
book of reference rather than as a type of the ordinary legal text- 
book. No one reading the neatly bound volume can fail to realize 
the care and industry exercised by the author in order to substantiate 
his claim that the practice and law is stated therein as existing on 
April 5th, 1910. 

Mr. Rayden deals with the main subject in thirteen chapters. 
The nature of the work performed by the court, the origin of its 
jurisdiction to grant relief and how that relief may be earned or 
, son is succinctly explained in a system of paragraphs, supported 
by copious references, cross-references and decided cases. The neces- 
sary steps ina matrimonial suit are defined with precision, and 
even the experienced practitioner may find assistance, for instance 
(Ch. VI.), in the frequently difficult task of procuring the enforce- 
ment of the orders of the court. 

We cannot put aside this book without referring to the one 
hundred Forms which seem sufficient for any possible want. The 
author’s hypothetical parties, &c., are described with happy 
originality, and there is » humorous appropriateness in serving 
the “demand” toreturn home on a fugitive husband aboard the ss. 
“ Ramchunder.” 

Solicitors whose work takes them to the Divorce Division will 
welcome Appendix ILI. with its twenty pages of precedents of Bills 
of Costs. A very comprehensive Table of Cases and an ample Index 
complete a book that many will consult. 


Books of the Week. 

Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale.—A Treatise upon the Law 
of Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale, with an Appendix containing the 
Bankruptcy Acts, 1883-1890 ; General Rules, Forms, Scale of Costs 
and Fees; Rules and Forms of 1902 under section 122; Deeds of 
Arrangement Acts, 1887, 1890 ; Rules and Forms, Board of Trade and 








Court Orders and Circulars ; Debtors Acts, 1869, 1878 ; Rules and 
Forms, 1903-1908 ; Bills of Sale Acts, 1878-1891, &c. By Epwarp 
T. Batpwin, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Tenth Edition. Stevens & 
Haynes. 

Collisions at Sea.—A Treatise on the Law of Collisions at 
Sea. By R. G. Marspen, Barrister-at-Law. Sixth Edition. By 
E. 8. Roscok, Barrister-at-Law, and H. M. Rosertson, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Costs.—Costs on the High Court Scale : being Appendix N to the 
Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, with Practical Notes, an Analytical 
Index, and an Extended Table of Cases. By Grorce ANTHONY 
KiNG, a Master of the Supreme Court. Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). : 


Japanese Code.—Annotated Civil Code of Japan. 
DEBrecker. Vol. III. Butterworth & Co. 


By J. E. 


Land Valuation.—The New Land Valuation under the 
Finance Act, 1909-10; the New Land Duties, Licensing Duties, 
Stamp Duties, and Alteration in Death Duties. By CLemenrt E, 
Davies, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. | With Practical Examples 
in Valuation, by CuTHBert J. Lake, F.S.I. The Estates Gazette 
(Limited). 

Justices’ Law.—The Justice’s Note-Book, containing a Short 
Account of the Jurisdiction and Duties of Justices, and an Epitome 
of Criminal; Law. By the late W. Knox Wicram, J.P. Ninth 
Edition. By CHartes MILNER ATKINSON, Stipendiary Magistrate 
for the City of Leeds. Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Assurance Companies Act.—The Assurance Companies 
Act, 1909, with the Rules and Orders Thereunder, made by the 
Board of Trade: being a Consolidation and Amendment of the Life 
Assurance Companies Acts, 1870 to 1872, and theEmployers’ Liability 
Insurance Companies Act, 1907 ; an Extension to Other Companies 
Carrying on Assurance or Insurance Business of the Law Relating 
to Life Assurance Companies, and an Amendment of the Law 
Relating to Collecting Societies and Industrial Assurance Companies, 
With Notes. By Maurice Hawrrey TRUELOVE, Barrister-at-Law. 
P.S. King & Son. 

Fertilizers and Feeding Stuffs.—A Handbook for the 
Practical Farmer: Fertilizers and Feeding Stuffs, their a gee 
and Uses. By Bernarp Dyer, D.Sc., F.L-C. With the Full Text 
of the Fertilizers and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1906, the Regulations and 
Forms of the Board of Agriculture, and Notes on the Act. By 
A. J. Davi, B.A., LL.M. (Cantab.), Barrister-at-Law. Sixth 
Edition, Revised. Crosby Lockwood & Son. 








Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing and Equity. 


Clog on Equity of Redemption—Reasonable Limits,—A pro- 
viso in a mortgage deed that the mortgage shall not, without 
the mortgagee’s consent, be redeemed within twenty-eight years, 
standing by itself, exceeds all reasonable limits and will not be 
enforced ; though it is possible that the same proviso might be 
upheld if the deed contained a corresponding covenant not to call 
in the mortgage debt during that time.—MorGan v. JEFFREYS 
(Joyce, J., Feb. 23) (1910, 1 Ch. 620). 

Covenant to Settle yee groan Property—Gift by Husband 
to Wife.—A gift by a husband to a wife is caught by the wife's 
covenant in her marriage settlement to settle after-acquired property. 
But neither the trustees of the settlement, on behalf of volunteers 
under it, nor the volunteers themselves, can obtain any satisfaction if 
such a gift is not settled —Rr PLUMPTRE’s MARRIAGE SETTLEM ENT, 
UNDERHILL v, PiumptrE (Eve, J., Feb. 24) (54 SoLicrrors 
JOURNAL, 326 ; 1910, 1 Ch. 609). 

Power of Sale of Realty--Conversion.—A trust for sale of real 
estate effects a notional conversion to personalty from the time when 
it becomes exerciseable ; but that is not the case with a power of sale. 
A power of sale effects no conversion until it is exercised.--RE 
Dyson, CHALLINOR v. SyKEs (Neville, J., March 17) (1910, 1 Ch. 
750). 

Real Estate—Right to Conveyance by Plan.—A purchaser of 
real estate is entitled to take the conveyance “in his own form, 
subject to agreement as to its correctness ; and therefore in —_- 
cases he “is entitled to have a plan upon the conveyance, and Is 
entitled to a conveyance by reference to that plan.” —RE SANSOM AND 
NaARBETH’s Contract (Swinfen Eady, J., April 20) (54 SoLIcrTorRs 
JOURNAL, 475 ; 1910, 1 Ch. 741). 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


House of Lords. 


VICKERS, SONS, & MAXIM (LIW EVANS. 16th June. 


MASTPR AND SERVANT—WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION—REVIEWING AWARD 

\MinoR—INCREASE OF WeEKLY PAYMENT-—-WORKMEN’S COMPENSA- 
tion Act, 1906 (6 Ep., 7, c. 58), Scuenute I., s. 16. 

In July, 1907, the applicant Evans, then about tu 


] enty years oft age, 


was engage d as a lab ( at 22s. a week by the appellant company, at 
J 


their River Don Works, Sheffield. Prior to this he was a stone-qrate 





fitter, and only went f thie appellants as a labourer because he was 
hort of we rk in his n ft) é. While engage d in the apy Hants’ 
servi he met with an ¢ dent to hi right arm, and was awarded 
ympensation at the rat f lls. 4d. per week. In February, 1909, he 
had far recovered that he was able to do light work found for hin 
by the appellants at ti] ame rate of wages as he had received before 
the accident. The « pensation was there spon reduced to 1d. pei 
wee! In August, 1909, th applica tf, being then twenty-one, applic ad 
fora review of the awr ( laimed that he would have / n earnina 
m f than the lad ite , had if not beer }ov the accident, { pe 
that ¢ } plication the « court jud ( ve to the « ] n that the 
pi ns in section 16 Scheduls I. to the Workmen's Con pensatioi 
Act, 1906, applied, anc held that the applicant ould have been 
able to earn as a stove-q te filter 30s. a week. ! rd gly he made 
an award that the 1d ] reek be uv eased to 7s. 6d. until furthei 
review. 

Held, that the county wrt judge he ie to right conclusion 
ince the words “th j sum which the workman would probably 
have been earning”’ wu not limited to what the workman would 


pi bably have been ear) 

Decision of the Court 
L.J., Buckley, 
0s Be 


in the employment of the same empl 





yer. 

Appeal (Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Moulton, 
f L.J., dissentiente) (reported 1901, 1 A. B. 554, 79 
B. 417) affirme 


Appeal by employs t an order of the Court of Annpeal affirm- 
ing an award of his Judge Benson, sitting at the Sheffield 
( y Cow ‘ had 1 t] the applicant, who since date of 
tl iccident had tt majority, entitled to ing e ot 
we y payment s provided for hy the proviso to paragraph 16 of 
S lule I. of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. he facts 
suff iently appear int l-note The case having been fully argued, 


di misse d, 


C., in moving that the appeal should b 
, , 





§ agre with th nelusion that had been arrived at by the 
Court of Appeal. The standard by which the weekly payments were 
to be measured in the Act is enerally speakin the a { eekl: 
earnings during the } of the workman’s actual employment unde 
the same employer; b of a minor, clause 16 of the first 
schedule made spe I 1 for a review of the weekly payment ; it 
sald that the arbitrat« I reas t we ny mount not exce “ding 
50 per cent. of the w sum which the workman would probably 
ha been earning at t date of the review if he had remained un 
injured N did tl mea is tl ppel ts contended, what he 





would probably have n earning in his actual employment under the 
ist nsider other possible employment? The 


uppellants’ contention olved reading words into this clause. The 
cl e did not contain them; and their Jord hips were not entitled to 
read words into an Act of Parliament unl clear reason for it was to 


if 
be found within the four corners of the Act itself. The reasons urged 
by the appellants were, in the first place, that, generally speaking, th 
standard is the earnings in the workman’s actual employ 
same employer. 


under the 
That was so; but no such express terms were to be 
found in this particular clause; and it seemed to his lordship that that 
argument tended rather against than in favour of the appell ints. The 
second reason put forward was that in the case of 
ing the weekly payments, one could not have looked beyond the employ 
ment under the same employer except in the specified cases of difficulty 
provided for in the schedule in clause 2 (a); and it was said there wa; 
no reason why a change should be made in this re pect because of the 


an adult, in review 


workman being unde His lordship thought if they were to consider 
the merits of the policy, there was great force in what was said upon 
his subject by Moulton, L.J.; but it was unnecessary te enter upon 


t 

that consideration. [The arguments were quite insufficient to lead them 
to read these words into the Act. The q What would the 
workman probably have bee earning ? Those were the only pl Vision 

in the Act: and he thought the nclusion arrived at by the Court of 


uestion was 








Lords MACNAGHTEN, JAMES OF HEREFORD. and CoLitIns gave judgments 
to a like effect. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, (¢ 1. Russell, K.C.. and 
H. T. Waddy, for ppellants; Hrnest Pollock, K.C., and G. A. 
Scott, for the respondent. Sortcrtors, 7'elfer, Leriansky, d Co., for 
Cle qq & Sons, Sheffield; H. G , for Arthur Neal a Co.. 
Sheffield. 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
NEALE AND LYONS », CITY OF BIRMINGHAM TRAMWAYS CO. 
(LIM.). Swinfen Eady, J. Ist July. 


(CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908, s. 40—Rerurn ot 
Some ONLY Of! CLAss—EQUALIZATION 0} 


COMPANIES 
Rett RN ro 
Par Up. 


Section 40 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, authorizes a 


CAPITAL— 


A AMOUNTS 


return of capual to on only f the ordin yf havel { / the 
exclusion of others; as, for instance, to those who har paid up more 
than ti ‘ ou o cgualize the amount paid up 


Semble, presjerence ond ordinai y harcholders are on the amie 


This w a motion by vo holders of £5 fully paid ordinary shares 


ndant company to restrain the directors from acting on a 
pecial resolution, duly passed and confirmed, for the return of £4 per 


hare to all holders of fully paid ordinary shares, on the ground of 
ultra vires. The issued capital of the company consisted of 40,000 £5 
pret shares, all fully paid, and 53,953 £5 ordinary shares, of 


eren ‘ 
which 6,047 were fully paid, while the remainder were 
the extent of £1 per share. 
had a 


nly paid up to 
The company was a prosperous one, and 
upwards of 
£487,000, out of which it was proposed to pay the holders of fully 
paid ordinary shares £4 per share, the effect of which would be to 
make all the ordinary shares alike paid up to the extent of £1 and 
no more. The plaintiffs complained that in passing this x 
remaining ordinary shareholdeis were using their voting power to the 
intent that those shareholders who had hitherto received the full 
dividend on £5 should henceforth receive a dividend on £1 only; and 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, 


contended that section 40 of the Compani 
return of capital to shareholders as a body, and not 
nly of the persons who have subscribed it. Section 40 


umulated a large reserve fund, amountir 





solution the 


only authorizes th 


to certain 


provide When a company has accumulated a sum of--undivided 
protits, \ hich, with the sanction of the shareholders, m uy bre distributed 
among the shareholders in the form of a dividend or bonus, it may, by 
pecial resolution, return the same or any part thereof to the share 
holders in reduction of the paid-up capital of the company, the unpaid 


y increased by a 


imilar amount.’’ 
course of his 


judgment, said that this was 








i icase In ¥ h the court was asked to confirm a proposed reduction 
ise in whicl } nv discretion. It was a short point of law 

j n tl ( yf statute. It was sought to construe 
rel each occasion on which ‘‘ the shareholders ”’ 

tioned, to hol | of shareholders amongst whom the 

monev is it the moment divisible or distributable: o that in the 
pres would be n ary to consider the position at the time 





L hom thi ccumulated 
So that it could only be returned to the 
ordinary shareholders; and the company we l have no right to select 

rtain of them and say that it would return £4 a share to some only 
hareholdei In his lordship’s opinion it was impossible to put 
uch a narrow construction on the section; but the true construction 


the resolution was passed, and to see amor 


th the purpose for which the section referred to the mone being 
distributable in the form of dividend was in order to make a clear 
adistinet 1 between ipit il, on the one hand, and accumulated profit 
ivailable for dividends on the other. On principle, if the company so 


cumulated 
On the suggested construction 


determines, there nothing to prevent repayment out of a 
ipital. g 
ssible. for the pref rence shareholders would have 

in this accumulated fund. There was nothing 
in the section to prevent the distribution resolved on in the present case. 
Counset, for the plaintiffs, Buckmaster, K.C., and Tyldesley Jones ; 
for the defendants, Gore Browne, K.C., and H. 2. Wright. So icrrors, 
T’. Hamilton Beven; Field, Roscoe, & Co 

[Reported by Percy T. Carpen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


profits of part of the pre ference 
that would he rape 


no part or lot whatever 


Re BARRANCE (Deceased). BARRANCE 

29th June; Ist July. 

Paren Writrnc ApMmittep To Propate As A Copici 
UNCERTAINTY— CONSTRUCTION, 


_ ELLIS, Parker, J. 
Wut 


A testator left 
with a sum of money after each pe on’s 
tures of the testator and two witnesses. Thi admitted to 
pi hate asa codicil to the testator’s will, and ona he ing taken 
out to determine whether the persons mentioned were entitled to the 
eums of money placed atter their names, it was contended that the 
codicil wis 

TTeld, that, 
ought to he const wed asa gift to each person of the im of money 
placed after his oi her name 

Re ( imy ill, Reading Hinde (Law Times 
discu d, 

Charles Barrance, the testator, died on the 22nd of June, 1906, h wing 
previously made his will, dated the 11th of April, 1906, and a paper 
writing, dated the 22nd of June, 1906, which was admitted to probate 
as a codicil to his said will. This paper writing contained the date, 
with sums of money after each name, the 


the names of eight 
signature of the testator, and the attestation of two witnesses. This 


a paper writing containing the date, names of certain 


name, and the siqna- 
writing wa 


summon 


vid for uncertainty. 
onsidering the te tamentary nature of the document, it 


Journal, vol. 128, p. 548) 


persons, 


sunmmons was taken out for the purpose of determining whether the 


i 
| 


nee: 


persons mentioned in the codicil were pecuniary legatees of the sums 
of money placed after their names, or whether the codicil was void fo1 
uncertainty. The case of Re Campsill, a ng v. Hinde was cited i 
favour of the contention that the cor wa oid. 

Parker, J., read the following rts we This court is 
assume that all documents admitted to probate are testamentary 
ments. Its duty is to construe them in order to ascertain the testator’s 
intention with regard to the disposition of his property, and, within 
the limits allowed by law, to give effect to such int In the 
present case a document executed by the testator on the id of June, 
1906, has been ted to probate as a codicil. It contains the names 
of eight persons, and after each name is sum of money, 
but there are no words of gift. I am. however. of opinion that, con 
sidering the testamentary of the document, I ought to construe 
it as a gift to each person named of the sum which follows his or hei 
name, there being nothing in the surrounding circumstances to refute 
or throw doubt upon such a construction. With regard to the case of 
Pe Campsill, Reading /linde, I cannot discover that it is reported 
elsewhere than at page 548 of the Law Times Journal of the 16th of 


bound to 
docu 








admit 


nature 





April, 1910; and I think it must have turned on the particular circum 
stances of the case, and cannot have been intended to lav down anv 
rule of general application. This summons must therefore be dis 
missed. The question, however, being one of construction, the costs 
of the summons will be costs in the action, and be provided for by the 


order on further consideration.—Counsez, 7’. J. (. Tomlin: G. D 
Pepys; H. S. Preston; G. F. Hart. Soxicrrors, Sharpe, Pritchard 
& Co., for W. C. Cripps, Son, & Daish, Tunbridge Wells; Ford Lloyd, 
& Co; Nye, Moret & Clowe 

vorted by F. Bricas 





Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re ITALA FABRICA DI AUTOMOBILI’S APPLICATION. 


Parker, J. Ist June. 


TRADE-MARK—REGISTRATION—D1stINctIvE NAME—ORDER TO PROCEED 
Trave-Marxs Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 9, suB-sEcTION 5. 

*Ttala”’ is a distinctive trade-mark within section 9, sub-section 5, of 
the Trade-Marks Act, 1905. 

This was a motion for an order authorizing the Registrar of Trade 
Marks to treat the trade-mark Itala a distinctive trade-mark 
within section 9, sub-section 5,of the Trade-Mark Act 1905, and to 
proceed with the application for its registration. The applicants, th 
Itala Fabrica di Automobili, were an Italian firm manufacturir ¢ moto 
cars in Italy, and the motion was opposed by the Ital Automobiles 
(Limited), an English company, and the sole license¢ England foi 
the sale of the applicants’ cars, on the ground that if the trade-mark 
were registered it ought to be registered in their name. and not in the 
name of the applican There was evidence to the eff that the word 
‘ [tala ’’ had been consid rably used ; but ji s contended on behalf of 
the Itala Automobil Limited) that the word It ipplied to 
motor-cars indicated motor-cars manuf ired under } hich were 
their own pt yperty, 

Parker, J., held that the word It had be d to distin 
guish cars made by the applicant company, and made an order declaring 
that for the purposes of the application before the registrar the trade 
mark ‘‘Itala’’ should be deemed to be distinctive within section 9. 
sub-section 5, of the Trade-Marks A 1905, and ordered that the 
registrar should proceed with the application CounseL, A. J. Walter, 


K.C., and 7. F. Moulton; BR. Frost: C. H Nargant, Soicrt 
ford & Frankland ; Deacoy & Co. : Solicit to the Board of Trade 
[Reported by F. Brigas, Barrister-at-Law. 


June. 


MOSELY 


COMPANY 
{ESOLUTION 


KOFFYFONTEIN MINES (LIM.). Eve, J. 


Directors 
(ALTERING 


29th 
Power To INCREASE CAPITAI 
ARTICLE ULTRA ViRI 
unde? / article i ¢ ciat nto 
nfirmed a spe al resolution 


SPECIAL 


mmcreast 


A company, having powe) 


its capital in general meeting, passed and 


altering the article 0 as to give the direct . instead i the ¢ mepany 
in general meeting, power to increa if pital The direct ubse 
que ntly passed a ré lution to increase th capil l hy the issue o} neu 


shares. 
Held, that the directors were not act ng ulti 
capital of the company. 


ing the 


May, 1893, 


work conces 


The defendant company wa ncorporated on the 19th of 
under the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1890. t 
sions, lands, and mining rights in South Africa. Its original capital 
was £125,200. Clause 53 of the articles of association provided that the 
company ‘‘in general meeting’’ might from time t« 
capital by the creation of new share At extraordina 
ings of the 
firmed a spec ial res¢ 


quire and 


time increase Its 

general meet 
company held in May, 1895, the ompany passed and con 
tituting th 


ution which altered article 53 bv subs 


words ‘‘ by resolution of the director for the words in general 
meeting.”’ In December, 1903, the directors of the ompany pessed 
resolution to increase the capital of the company by the creation of 


125,000 new shares of £1 each. The plaintiff, formerly a director of 
the company, brought this a tion on behalf of himself and all othe: 
shareholders against the defendants, the directors of the company, 


asking for a declaration that the resolution giving the dire tors powe 
to increase the capital of the company was ultra vires. For the plaintiff 
it was argued that the Companies Acts made a clear distinction between 
things which the company could do and things which the directors 
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could do, that the legislature never contemplated leavii 
matter as increase of capital to directors, and that Table 
Companies Consolidation Act, 1908, 
subject to limitations. 


Eve, J.—By this action the plaintiff asks for a declaratio 


showed that directors’ pow 


July 9, 1910. 


such 


Ih 









special resolution of the CO mpany purporting to have been passed and « 


firmed by the company in general meeting on the 9th of f M: Ly and on the 
27th of May, 1895, altering article 53 of the company’s articles so as 
to give the directors of the company, instead of the company in general 
meeting, power to increase its capital, and a subsequent resolution of 
the directors on the 4th of December, 1903, to increase the capital of 
the company by the issue of £125,000 new shares are ultra vire In 
the first place, is there anything in the Companies Act, 1862, apart 
from Table A, which disqualifies a company from entrusting to th 
board of directors or any other duly qualified agent the power given 
by section 12 of the Act of increasing its capital? If one goes through 
the Act it is clear that the legislature intended that certain or the 
powers given by the Act should only be exercised subject to certain 
limitations. In some cases its powers may be exercised in general 
meeting by ordinary resolutions, extraordinary resolutions, or special 
resolutions. But it is clear that the legislature were aware that ther 
were Many ways in which a company could exercise its powers; and 


when one finds that se: 
in which the powers given by it are to be exercised, | 
that the legislature did not intend there to provide any parti 
in which the powers are to be exercised. Then, when one 
article 55 of Table A, empowering directors to manage the bu 
the company and exercise all powers not required to be exe 
general meeting, the impression is confirmed that the 
the Act had it in his mind that there were in the Act 
the company was not required to exercise in general meetir 


result, then, is that reading the Act and Table A together it 
that the legislature clearly contemplated that, in addition 
powers which must be exer ised by the company in general 


there were other which were not required to be exe 
general meeting ; 
those latter powers. But Mr. Buckmaster says to hold that is 


look the important nature of the powers given by section 12. 


powers 


draught 


tion 12 does not prescribe any particular manne) 
must 


assume 

il 1) 

looks at 
siness of 
d by 

m f 

sman 0 
! ! 


} oOwers 


meet 


and I am of opinion that section 12 contains 


pany with the most modest capital might be transformed into on 


an enormous capital merely at the will of the directors. But 
think that argument is of weight, if I conclude, as a matte) 
struction, that the given by section 12 may be exercise 
directors alone. In fact, however, the 
it appears. It is one thing to propose 
and quite another thing to get the money 
may propose, but it is the shareholders or the 
Then article 26 of Table A, giving directors 
subject to the a spec ial resolution, 


powers 
question is not so imp« 


subscribed. 
public wl 
power to issue ne 


sanction of confirms my vi¢ 


l 





sed in 


to ove 
A com 
ith 
| d not 
o1 n 
1 by t 
rtant 


to increase capit il by resoluti 


The di 


live 
ill 


di 


the legislature did not intend to impose on the company the oblig 


of a resolution by general 
is clear that a company 
Table A can resolve, 
capital, and determine in what 
shall be. The plaintiff 
must determine on the 
brings me back to the question of the construction of se 
Under article 26 of Table A it may be directors could not 
apital unless it were sanctioned in general meeting. But that 
tion is not laid down in section 12, and that 
controlled by 

can under its own articles increase its capital unless with the 
of a general mee ting zy. I think, further, that the powers « 


without articles and therefore re 
manner so to do and how 
increase replies to that—Yes, but 
company 


section is not 











and that thereupon the directors may increase its 
much the 


fi 


increase in general meeting. 


tie 
in 
1 


meeting in order to increase its capital. It 
culated by 


st the 


ie 


est 


so I 


by Table A as to make it necessary to say that no company 


nctior 
n 


onferred upon 


directors by article 55 of Table A are cumulative, and I also think tl 
the provision of further « ipital is essentially a question appert 1ining t 
the management of the > company So far I have dealt ith the que I 
as if it were still open, but I think it is really cor luded |} t 
authority of the Lord Chancellor in Re Bank of Hindustan, ¢ a 
Japan, Campbell’ s Case (L. R. 9 Ch., at p. 22), although this par 
point which he there determines was not actually material in t] 
L hole 1. therefore, that the directors are acting intra vires in iner ng 
the capital of the company.—CounseL, Buckmaster, K.C., and JH. 
Greenwood ; Upjohn, K.C., Jessel, K.C., and J. W. M. Holmes. Sout 
citors, Cohen & Cohen; Ingle, Holmes, Sons, & Pott. 
[Reported by 8S. E. Writ1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 
. 9 
King’s Bench 
a . ~ 
Division. 
THAIRLWALL GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY CO. Div. | rt. 
17th and 18th June. 

Company Law Divipe ND Warrants—Lost 1x Post-—PayMent 1 

Postinc-—Conrract By StToCKHOLDER—ComPpaANiES CLAUsEs ACT, 1 

& 9 Vicr. c. 17), ss. 90 ann 91—Grear Norru RaILw 

(CaprtaL) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. crim.)—Companites CLatsrs AC! 

1863 (26 & 27 Vi T. c. 118), s. 15 CHEQUES ** UNCONDITIONAL ORDEI 

IN Wairna ” INsTRUMENT Nor To Be HoNourED AFTER THRE! 


MonTHS FROM Date or IssvE UNLESS SPECIALLY 
EXCHANGE Acr; 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 61), ss. 3, 69, 73, 74 (1 


INDORSED——BILLS 
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July 9, 1910. 
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The directors of a railway company, in their report and statement of 
accounts, dated the 4th of February, 1909, specified the amount of 
dividend proposed on the different stocks. On the report they printed 
a notice: ‘The dividend warrants will be payable on Tuesday, the 16th 
of February, 1909, and will be sent by post to the proprietors on the 
previous day. Proprietors are requested to give notice, without delay, of 
any change of address, that their warrants may not be mis-sent.”’ 
On the 12th of February the stockholders, at their general meeting, 
mad a declaration as to the dividend to he paid for the preceding 
half-year. Dividend warrants for this dividend were posted on the 15th 
of February to the regi tered address of a stockholder, but neve) 
reached him, being lost in the post. The company offered to give the 
stockholder a duplicate dividend warrant on his signing an indemnity on 
a form they sent him. The stockholder refused to sign this indemnity, 
and did not offer to sign any other inde mnity, but brought an action for 
the dividend. 

Held, that there had been a request or agreement hy the stockholdey 
to receive the dividend by dividend warrant by post, and that on the 
posting of the dividend warrant there had been payment, and the 
company were disc har ge d. 

Norman v. Ricketts (1886, 3 7. Z. R. 182) followed. 

A warrant on a banker for the payment of dividend contained these 
words printed at the bottom: ‘It will not be honoured after three 
months from date of issue unless specially endorsed for payment by the 
secretary. F 





Semble, this document was a cheque, and an unconditional order in 
writing addressed by the drawer to his banker within the meaning of 
sections 3 and 73 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. T'he provision at 
the bottom of the warrant being merely a definition by the directors 
acting under the authority of the shareholders, as to what was a reason 
able time from the date of ue within which the warrant ought to be 
presented within the meaning of section 74 (2) of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. . . 

This was an appeal from a decision of his Honour Judge Edge, sitting 
at the Clerkenwell County Court, given in an action brought by a stock 
holder of the Great Northern Railway Co. against that company to 
recover dividends. It appeared that the warrant for these dividends 
had been posted by the company to the registered address of the stock 
holder, but had never reached him, being lost in the post. The material 
facts are fully set out in the judgment set out (infra). 

Bray, J.—This was an action to recover an amount of dividend 
payable on three different stocks of the Great Northern Railway Co. A 
resolution of the shareholders was passed on the 12th of February, 1909, 
that this dividend should be declared, and afterwards, on the 15th o 
16th of February, warrants were sent to this stockholder, the plaintiff. 
They were posted to his registered address, but they became lost in the 
post, and never reached him. We do not know where the warrants are. 
They have not been presented for payment, and the plaintiff did not 
bring this action until after the expiration of three months from the 
date of payment. The defendants, the Great Northern Railway Co., 
contend that this dividend has been paid by its being sent by post to 
the registered address of the plaintiff in coord ince with the principle 
laid down in Norman v. Ricketts (1886, 3 T. L. R. 182). The principle 
there laid down is that the vaalina debtor oe creditor—can agree to 
payment in some other form than that of cash, and that when the 
creditor asks his debtor to send by post, then the risk of loss in transit 
falls on the creditor, and the posting is equivalent to payment. It is 
true that in the case of Norman v. Ricketts (ubi supra) the cheque sent 
had got into the hands of a third person, and the money had been paid 
to that person. But I can find nothing in the report to shew that those 
facts entered into the consideration of the court when giving thei) 


decision. The ground of their decision was that the sending of the 
cheque, the posting, was payment. The first question is whether there 
was any agreement by, or obligation on, the plaintiff to accept the 


ge. s of this dividend warrant as payment. Reliance was placed by 
the defendants upon a clause at the back of the certificates, differing 
a little in the different certificates of stock, but substantially the same, 
to the following effect : ‘‘ Dividends are payable by warrants, which 
will be sent by post to the proprietor’s regis tered address, or to any 
person duly authorized to givea _ for the same.’’ Now, by section 9 
of the Great Northern Railway (Capital) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict 
c. cliii.) : ‘‘ The terms and aan Ba on which any preferred converted 
ordinary stock or deferred converted ordinary stock is issued 
shall be stated on the certificate thereof,’ and it was con 
tended by the defendants that this clause on the back of 
two of the certificates held by the plaintiff relating to such 
stock was such a term and condition upon’ which this stock 
was issued. I feel some difficulty upon that point, and I am not 
prepared to decide this case upon that ground. The next point taken 
by the defendants was as to what the directors and as to what the 
shareholders had done before these dividend warrants were sent. The 
directors had made a report, and had issued to the shareholders a 
statement of accounts stating that their profits ‘“‘ enable the proprietors 
to meet, in full, the interest on the preference stocks, and to declare 
a dividend at the rate of £4 15s. per annum, or £2 7s. 6d. for the 
half-year, on each £100 stock, and then setting out the rates of 
dag for the half-year and the total dividend on the divided stocks. 

he directors put at the back of their report and statement of accounts 
a very large notice in the following terms: ‘“‘ The dividend warrants 
will be payable on Tuesday, the 16th of February, 1909, and will be 
sent by post to the proprietors on the previous day. Proprietors are 
requested to give notice, without delay, of any change of address, so 








that their warrants may not be mis-sent.’’ The report was dated the 
7th of February. In other words, this notice informed the shareholders 
that the directors had decided that the dividends should be paid on 
‘Tuesday, the 16th of February, and should be sent to the stockholders 
by post on the previous day. The question then arises as to whether 
the directors had power to do that. That question depends upon 
sections 90 and 91 of the Companies Clauses Act, 1845, which are as 
follows : [The learned judge read those sections.| Now I think it was 
within the power of the directors under the terms of these sections to 
say how the dividend should be paid and when they should be paid 
within reasonable limits. I think they would have power to name 
the day on which payment should be made and to say how the payments 
should be made. Sut suppose the directors in this case had not 
exercised these powers; the shareholders, after this statement of 
accounts had been sent to them, and after receiving this notice, what 
did they do? They resolved, at their general meeting on the 12th of 
February : ‘‘ That the dividend payable to the proprietors on the 
register of the company on the 18th of January, 1909, be, and is 
hereby, declared for the half-year ended the 31st of December, 1908, 
is follows,’’ and then followed the various rates of dividend to be 
paid. They had had a notice as to how it was proposed by the 
directors it was to be paid, and in effect the stockholders have decided 
amongst themselves by a proper resolution that the dividend should 
be paid, that it should be paid on a certain day, and that it should Ye 
paid in a certain manner. That, I think, is equivalent to the request 
in Norman v. Ricketts (ubi supra). Afterwards the stockholders became 
entitled to payment in that way and in that way alone. ‘Therefore, 
when that was done, and the dividend warrants had been sent to the 
proprietors on the 15th day of February, the stockholders had no 
further remedy except upon the documents sent, the dividend warrants. 
Now it is said that that is not so, because the documents sent were not 
A dividend warrant, it was said, must be a cheque, and the 
document my was not a cheque, because it had this condition at the 
bottom of it: ‘* It will not be honoured after three months from date 
of issue unless specially endorsed for payment by the secretary.”’ 
have felt a great deal of doubt on this point because of this condition. 
But on the whole I incline to think that this document is a cheque, 
and is within the meaning of sections 73 and 3 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882, a cheque, and an unconditional order in writing, addressed 
hy the drawer to his banker, &c. And I think it is none the less a 
cheque because of that statement at the bottom of the document. I do 
not consider that statement makes the order conditional. It is un- 
necessary to say more than this, but whether it be a cheque or not, 
in my opinion it was a document which it was contemplated that the 
shareholders should receive. The stockholder was to receive a dividend 
warrant. I base my decision on this point on the ground that the 
only obligation on the company was to pay by means of a dividend 
warrant, that they sent this document, which was such a warrant, 
ind that, the warrant having been sent, the company were discharged. 
It is unnecessary for me to say what are the remedies of the plainuff. 
If the document is a cheque, as I think it is, he is entitled, under 
section 69 of the Bills of Exchange Act, to obtain from the company 
another document of the same tenor, but only on giving security to 
the company to indemnify them against all persons whatever in case 
the warrant alleged to have been lost shall be found again; or he may 
bring an action on the bill. I base my decision on the ground that 
the only obligation on the company was to send the plaintiff a dividend 

varrant, and that they did, and so became discharged. The appeal 
will be allowed. , 

Coterinar, J., delivered a judgment concurring.—Covunset, for the 
appellants, J. A. Simon, K.C., and Hustace Hills; for the respondent, 
Joyce Thomas. Sottcrtors, PR. Hill Dawe ; Thairlwall d- Son. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 


cheques. 


REEVE v. JENNINGS. Div. Court. 22nd June. 


Contract—StatuTte oF Fraups (29 Car. 2, c. 3), s. 4—AGREEMENT 
WHICH 1s Nor TO BE PERFORMED WITHIN ONE YEAR FROM THE MAKING 
THEREOF. 

In Donellan v. Read (1832, 3 B. . 899) it was held that where in 
the making of a contract between =* parties it was the intention of 
the parties, founded on a reasonable expectation, that it should be 
executed within a year on one side, but executory within the space of 
one year from the making thereof, and to he performed thereafter, on 
the other side, the contract is not one “ not to be performed within the 
space of one year from the making thereof” within the meaning of the 
Statute of Frauds, 

But where, on the making of such a contract, it was intended that the 
agreement should not be performed within the year by the one party, and 
that the agreement should he performe d by the other party, until nolice 
to terminate it—one week’s notice—was given, it was 

Held, that the case was not w sithin the decision of Donellan v. Read 
(ubi supra), and that the contract was one “not to be performed within 
the space of one year from the making thereof” within the meaning of 
the Statute of Frauds. 


This was an appeal from the county court. 
judgment of Bray, J. (infra). 

Bray, J.—It is remarkable that we should now in 1910 be discussing 
the construction of the Statute of Frauds, and that the point that has 
been raised to-day has never been decided before. The facts are these : 
The plaintiff, a dairyman, employed the defendant on the 20th of March, 
1905, under the terms of a written agreement. That employment was 


The facts are set out in 
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terminated in 1906. But the defendant was again taken into the plain 





tiff’s employment in 1908, and the county court judge has found as a 
fact that the de lant then agi | that he hould be taken into 
employment on the terms of the earl itten reement of March, 
1910. Sut thi Val not a written agreement: itw 1 bal iwreement 
to abide by the tern f the written agreement Vhe defendant wa 
employed under this verbal agreement for over a year till February, 
1910, when ke left, and started in busine h unt within 
the four miles radiu There is no d t that th fendant has broken 
that term of hi | agreeme? t lause 4 
of the written ment nd tl f be brought ar 
injunction should go. Clause 4 was in these tei The employe 
shall not within the space of thirt dar 1 t] fter quittin 
or being discharged from th ‘ the ud Arti R e com 
mence, carry on, or be concerned on ted in ; i hatsoeve1 
either directly or indirectly on his own or any otl pe behalf in 
the business of a dairyman or at y busir of similai " ter within 
a radius of four miles as the crow fl from that now ed on by 
the said Arthur Reeve, and the employee shall not within the like 
space of thirty-six lendar months aft tti b discharged 
as aforesaid sell o milk t« 1 perso 
or persons to whom tl id Arthur Ree na iwphed milk 
during the perio of the said empl : Ih i 
brought for an injunction, and the 1 take t the trial that 
this agreement came ithin the tern f tion 4 of tl tatute of 
Frauds, and that the agreement 1 bal t] uld not 
lie. The whol question here is Does tl reement, | is mad 
verbally, come within the terms of sect n 4 The a Y pl vid 
that : ‘‘ The said Arthur Reeve sl ] veneral 
servant in his trade busine of lairyvman upon the mn 
ditions, restriction d « iwement t ned, and tl 
employee shall s¢ t} uid Arthur R in su n his said 
business from t} lat eof | em ned a 
hereunde provided . 2 I} employee } | ea i 
for his services t] m 2 per weel pa 7 | n the Sat | j 
each week. (7) ‘I ment m letern | r pai 
giving the othe: é ( tice t t tern e 4 1 Satur 
day.”’ It is quite clear that tl é t, so { tI lefendant 
Was concerned, ( l ! { he 1M ( i tnir ‘ } 
bound for thirt: | n ff 
service, no, prin / e. thi rerres 7 ithin the 
Statute of Frauds. wl h provid that No { ha | broucht 
whereby a to a harge any ye . ! reement 
that is not to be performed ithin tl } ) ! r from the 
making thereof. But th ection, durit the 200 ve nd more 
since it was passed, | been judicially terpreted numbe1 
of cases, and all we ha to do is to cor ley de ! Lord 
Esher, M.R., said in Wee ey ‘ VWiG | 1 Q. B. D. 429) 
‘*T think the true doctrine on the subject re ar | ws laid down 
by Tindal, C.J., in Souch v. Strawh 6,26. B here 
he said : ‘ It (tl tat } | { he 
performed within the spac f one from tl ! thereof 
pointing to contracts t] omplete perf mal yf } } of 7 ‘ ity 
extended beyond the pace of a ve ; | pI m he 
case of Boydell 5 Dru nd (1809, 11 J ] he x 
tracted from which that, where the a ment di t ] upon 
the face of it that the } ties mntemplated its ne nance ¢t extend 
over a greate! pa n t} 1 I I he 
statute: but that } t} , t that #} ma | 
performed within year, and there is 1 kpress stipulation to t] 
contrary, the statut loes n ippl O t def [ am clear 
that I should hold t] t} not to 
be performed within tl pace of on r from tl maki tharan 
because of thi pl ior to tl thirt 1 { Br there i 
no doubt that an exception was ifted upon t , by number 
of cases beginnin with JD) ellan 1 } / 182 5B. & \ 99 In 
that case a landlord brought an action for ] rent He had demised 
the premise to a tenant for a term of hich thers PTR ¢ n veal 
to run. The avreement wl h i t] 1 ect ! t tion i 
one by which the landlord w to mal certain improvement ti 
the premises at his own expense, and the tenant d to pay him 
£5 a year in addition to other rent he paid. On the face of. th 
contract it appeared that the ‘ I f te nt the 
performance of which ld | , t But the 
obligation on the landlord, as the court found led by th 
parties to be performed within the veai Littledale, J.. in deliverin 
the judgment of the court. said As to t { t 1 hein 
to be performed within a vear, we think t} s the contract was 
entirely executed on one side withir vear, and s it was the 
intention of the parties, founded on a reasonal} expectation. that 
it should be so, the Statute of Frauds does not { ] such a 
case.”’ So that limits the exception to a se where it the inten 
tion of the parties that the agreement should be performed on one 
side within the space of one year from the making ther f. Now there 
was no such intention in the case before tl ourt. The parties in 
tended that the agreement should continue unt | noti terminate it 
was given. It might prol bly have gone on for a very considerable 
number of years. I consider that thi 2 nneie Shion tiie 
exception to the rule laid down in Donella . FF / thi supre 
The next case is that of Smith v. Neale (1857.20. B.N. 8 67). The 
learned judge considered this case. and ntinued In my opinion 
that case does not carry the matter any fit n Donellan v. Read 


| 
| 
| 








(uwbi supra). I should like to refer to a passage in the judgment of 
Baron Parke in Cherry v. Heming (1849, 4 Exch. 631, at p. 635) when 
he said ** With respect to the qu stion whether this is an instrume nt 
within the Statute of Fraud I think that Donellan v. Read (ub a) 








is an answer; and, in my opinion, tha i vas rightly d led, 
The questi turns upon the construction of the words ‘not to be 
pe. formed,’ and in Donellan v. Read (ubi su ( yurt sidered 
that th words meant not to be performed l did 
not include s whe t} ntract is pert ‘ 
side that opinion undoubtedly did extend ru ) 

only a dictum, and I not find there has be l | 












upon it. In my opinion, e , the contract 

within the statute. Wherea in this case it is clear that the 

is not to be performed within the year by the one party, and 
was not the intention of either that the agreement should be pert n¢ 
by the othe: party within the year, the case comes within the st te 
I do not think the case comes within the excepti id do 
Donellan v. Read (ubi supra), and in my opinion there is no g 


for extending the limits of that exception. The appeal therefore 


be allowed and the injunction discharged. 





CoLertpGce, J., gar lsment to the same effect.—Counse! 
the appe lant, G. W. es; for the respondent harrington | 
Soricitors, Windsor & C Ricketts & Son, 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-L 


MORDAUNT BROTHERS ». BRITISH OIL AND CAKE MILLS (LIM 
Pickford, J. 13th and 14th June. 
SALE OF Goops—Course or Bustiness—DELIVERY ORDERS—ESTOPPE! 
LigeN—SALE or Goops Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 71), s. 47 
1 firm called Crichton Brothers were in the habit o purch } 
oil from the defendants, and in the case of several purchase ft / 


had ft tht a delivery order to the plaintiff in the following f 
Ve rs. The British Oil and Cake Mills (Limited). Please 
to Mess Mordaunt Brothers or order two tor boil lin 
j ex contraet. (Signed), Crichton Broth On 
} de ry orde t/, f tiff would advance to ¢ hton B 
an ¢ nt equal ) 0 t 90 per cent of t/ val 
the oil e¢ order. The plaintiff ul 
/ ¢ ( 4 lee wait our orde ‘ or a oe 
del r @ pe ty m herewith,”’ and end th 
thus ] d to th defendants, who in yme cases notified t 
l laintiff hat it w in ler, and in other omitted ft ( 
vith them: but in all cases they entered the plaintiff name 
hooks as the persor to whom or to whose order the oil wa 
delivered On receipt of the advance Crichton Brothe vould ¢ t 
the ] laintiff to sell the l at once or wait till it reached a hial 


price. 

Held, upon the idence that as the plaintiff im pract ally ¢ 

! ! had advanced money to Crichton Brothers before hearii 

the defendants whether the del very orders were in order or not, tl 
had failed to establish a case of ext yppel, and the defendant 
entitled to rercise their lien and demand cash against delive 


fy 


The plaintiffs’ claim was for a declaration that they v 
delivery of certain oil and damages for its non-delivery. The plaintiffs 
and defendants had had considerable business dealings with a firm: 
Crichton Brothers, who were oil merchants, and who had on many 
sions bought oil from the defendants. In some instances when they I 
bought oil Crichton Brothers brought the plaintiffs a delivery 
i llowing form :—‘‘ Messrs. The British Oil and Cake 1 








Limit . Please deliver to Messrs. Mordaunt Brothers o1 
two tons boiled linseed oil in pipes ex our contract. Signed), Cri 
Brothe ; On receipt of sucl delivery order the plaintiffs I 
in advance to Cricht Brothers of an amount equal to about 90 
cent. of the value of the | stated in the order. The plaintiffs would 
then indorse the rdei it! he words: ‘‘ Please v t our ord 
r ‘*‘ Please deliver as per instructions herewith and send the 
vith such indorsement to the defendants, who either notified 
plaintiffs that it was in order, or retained it without communi 
with them; but in either case they entered the plaintiffs’ nat 
their books as the persons to whom or to whose orde he oil 

be delivered. After receiving an advance from the plaintiffs C 
Brothers would direct the plaintiffs either to sell the oil at on 


ait until it reached a higher price, which the plaintiffs would 
and send out bough 









t and sold notes. In some cases the plaintiffs 
sel bought the oil from Crichton Brothers, and resold it on 
own account, but when they sold the oil, whether for Cricl 
Brothers or for themselves, they sent instructions to the defend 
to deliver to the order of the purchasers, to whom they sent 
delivery order. In February, 1910, Crichton Brothers had falle1 
arrears with their payments to the defendants, and the latter refused 
deliver any further oil inst Crichton Brothers’ delivery orders 
eturned to the pli iffs the unexecuted orders, representing al 


’ 
fiftv-eight tons of oil, some of which had been bought by the ! lai 
while upon the other the plaintiffs had made advances. Sevé 
out of the fifty-eight were, in fact, delivered by the defendants u 
i rder. It was contended on behalf of the pl 
iltered their position on hearing from the defendants tl 
the various delivery orders were in order, and that the defend 
were consequently estopped from denying that they l 
their hands to answer the delivery order, and that the def 
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had assented to the sale of the oil by Crichton Brothers to the plaintiffs 
within section 47 of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, and were not entitled 
to exercise a lien upon the oil. 

PicKFoRD, J., in the course of his judgment, said he had come to 
the conclusion upon the evidence that the plaintiffs in practically 
every instance had advanced money to Crichton Brothers before 
learning from the defendants whether the delivery orders were in 
order or not, and therefore the plaintiffs had failed to establish a case 
of estoppel. It was contended on behalf of the plaintiffs that they 
were entitled to succeed under section 47 of the Sale of Goods Act, 
1895, which provided that ‘‘ Subject to the provisions of this <Act, 
the unpaid sellers’ right of lien or retention, or stoppage in_transitu 
is not affected by any sale or other disposition of the goods which 
the buyer may have made, unless the seller,has assented thereto. . . . 
He was not going to decide whethe: section 47 could be extended to 
non-specific goods or not, but it was quite clear that the effect of the 
delivery order and the entry of the name of the holder of the delivery 
order in the seller’s books might be very different in the case of 
specific goods and in the case of goods not in existence. In the case 
of specific goods such a course of action had been held to amount to 
an assent to hold the goods as agent for the holder of the delivery 
order. It could not have that effect where the goods were not in 
existence. It seemed to him that in order that the plaintiffs might 
avail themselves of the benefit of the section there would have to 
be an assent of such a description as would show that by that assent 
the seller intended to get rid of the rights which he had against his 
original purchaser, and that it was not enough to show that he had 
simply assented to the sale to the sub-purchaser. In a sense it did 
not, matter whether he assented to that or not. 
something more than that. It must mean an assent given in such 
circumstances that the original seller intended that the sub-sale should 
be carried out by delivery of the goods by him free from any difficulties 
that might arise from the original contract. That was shown in the 
case of specific goods because the original seller agreed to hold them 
as agent for the sub-purchaser, while in the case of non-specific 
goods that was not shewn by the mere fact of the acceptance of the 
delivery order and saying that it was in order. He did not think 
the statement that the delivery orders were in order amounted to a 
representation that the defendants would hold the goods deliverable 
to the plaintiffs from that moment, and that they relinquished altogether 
any rights they might have to payment in cash or any other rights under 
the contract with Crichton Brothers. 
a statement by the defendants that they would carry out the contract 
according to its terms, whether in their favour or against them, with 
the variation that they would deliver to the person to whom the 
original buyer had given the delivery order, instead of delivering to 
the original buyer. If that was the true view there had been no 
such assent as to deprive the defendants to demand cash for the 
delivery of the goods. There would therefore be judgment for the 
defendants with costs.—Counset, Bailhache, K.C., and Holman 
Gregory; Bankes, K.C., and Inskip. Sortcrrors, Williamson, Hill, & 
Co. ; Stow, Preston, &- Lyttelton. 

[Reported by Leonarp §. THomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WILSON & COVENTRY (LIM.) ». OTTO THORESEN’S LINIE. 
Bray, J. 15th June. 


Surp—CHARTER-PARTY—DEMURRAGE—OBLIGATION ON SHIP TO WAIT A 
ReASONABLE Time Arter Expiry or Lay Days. 

Where a charter-party provides for demurrage, but without any fixed 
time, it is the duty of the ship to wait for a reasonable time after the 
expiry of the time allowed for loading if she has not loaded her full 
cargo. 

This was an action for damages for breach of a charter-party dated 
the 10th of August, 1909, which provided, inter alia, that the s.s. 
Salerno, belonging to the defendants, should with all convenient speed 
sail to Calais and there load, as customary, from the factors of the 
plaintiffs a full and complete cargo of straw under deck, about 350-400 
tons, and so loaded therewith proceed to Las Palmas or Santa Cruz 
(Teneriffe), in charterer’s option as ordered on signing bills of loading, 
and there deliver the same on being paid 18s. per ton freight; the 
said cargo to be loaded and discharged as fast as the ship could receive 
and deliver as customary during customary working hours, Sundays, 
holidays, and strikes excepted; and if the vessel be longer detained 
demurrage to be paid at the rate of 4d. per gross register ton per day. 
On the 28th of December the vessel arrived at Calais, and proceeded to 
receive cargo, and after loading only 209 tons sailed on the 30th of 
December for the port of discharge. The learned judge found as a 
fact that the normal time for loading a cargo of 400 tons was two and 
a half days. The plaintiffs alleged that the ship sailed from Calais 
before the proper time, that in consequence she was not fully loaded, 
and they thereby lost the profit which they would have made in respect 
of the carriage of straw from Calais to the Canary Islands. The 
defendants counterclaimed damages for dead freight, and contended that 
the ship was entitled to leave even if not fully loaded at the expiration 
of the time allowed for loading. Cur. adr. vult. 

Bray, J. (in the course of a written judgment) said in his experience 
it was quite contrary to practice for a ship to leave when, by waiting 
a short time. she could get her full cargo. He thought it must be 
taken as settled since Dimech v. Corlett (12 Moo. P. C. 321) that if 


He thought it only amounted to | 





It would have to be | 





the charter-party provided for a fixed number of demurrage days the | 
ship must wait for those days if the charterer required it, and there , 


was ground for believing that a further cargo would be loaded. In 
the charter in question demurrage was provided for, but not for any 
fixed time. It seemed to him that in such a case it was the duty of 
the ship to wait for a reasonable time; and he was glad to find that 
Mr. Carver took the same view as expressed in his ‘‘ Carriage of Goods 
by Sea.’’ There was also an American decision, Western 7'ransporta- 
tion Co. Barber (56 N. Y. 544) to the same effect. In his opinion, 
taking all the circumstances into consideration, including the fact that 
the ship was advertised to leave Las Palmas on the 6th of January, the 
charterers were entitled to keep the ship at least till 5 p.m. on the 
31st, by which time he found that 136 tons would have been loaded. 
It was probable that more would have arrived and would have been 
loaded, but the evidence was not sufficiently precise on that point to 
enable him to be certain. He had decided the case on the footing that 
there was a demurrage clause. It was unnecessary to decide whether, 
if there had been no such clause, the ship could have left at the 
expiration of two and a half days, which he had found to be the time 
allowed for loading. As the charterer would have had to pay one 
day’s demurrage this would have to be deducted, and subject to that 
there would be judgment for the plaintiffs for the amount claimed and 
also on the counterclaim.—CounseEL, Greer ; : Roche. Soxtcrrors, Field, 
Roscoe, & Co., for Batesons, Warr, d&} Wimshurst; Botterell & Roche. 
(Reported by LEONARD C. THomAS, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
JEFFREE ». JEFFREE AND NUTTALL. [:vans, I’. 
Ist and 4th July. 


Hvuspanp’s Petrr1ion—CounTER-CHARGES BY RESPONDENT AND 
No Evipence OrrerReD BY CO-RESPONDENT—ORDER OF 


Divorce 
CO-RESPONDENT 
SPEECHES. 
Where counsel for a co-respondent has called no evidence, he is 

entitled to address the jury after the petitioner's counsel. 


Petition for divorce by a husband on the ground of the wife’s adul- 
tery with the co-respondent. Damages were also claimed. Both the 
respondent and co- respondent on the pleadings denied the allegation, 
and both alleged that the petitioner had himself been guilty of adultery. 
At the hearing neither the respondent nor the co-respondent denied 
the charge of adultery. Counsel for the respondent conducted the case 
on the counter-charge. No evidence was offered by the co-respondent, 
nor did his counsel cross-examine the petitioner and his witnesses. At 
the conclusion of the evidence counsel for the petitioner contended that 
the co-respondent should, follow the usual practice and address the jury 
either before or after the respondent, and that he (petitioner’s counsel) 
was entitled to the last word. Moreover, the case put forward by the 
wife was really that of the co-respondent, who did not wish to pay 
damages. The respondent’s wife, having admitted het adultery, had 
no interest in the matter. [Evans, P.—Is there no authority on this 
point?] This case has never arisen before. Counsel for the respondent 
submitted that she had a real interest in the result. [Evans, P.—Yes, 
[ think she has, for her status would be altered by divorce.| Counsel 
for the co-respondent argued that the rule in every other division of 
the High Court was the correct one. 

Evans, P.—I think the counsel for the co-respondent is entitled to 
address the jury last.—CounseL, for the petitioner, Harnard, K.C., and 
Bayford ; for the respondent, D. Cotes Preedy (W. Stewart with him) ; 
for the co-respondent, Le Bas. SoLicrrors, Oldman, Cornwall, d- Co., 
for A. Oliard &: Co., Wisbech, for the petitioner; Withers, Benson, & 
Co., for Metcalf & Copeman, Wisbech, for the respondent and co- 
respondent. 

[Reported by M. Wiverxemen, Barrister-at-Law, | 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL REPORT 
(Continued from p. 639.) 

Council Elections.—The Supplemental Charter, the application for 
which was referred to in the last annual report, was granted on the 
2nd of June, 1909. The charter gave power to the society to make 
bye-laws to provide that any number of members of the Council (not 
exceeding at any one election three such members) then retiring by 
rotation should be ineligible for re-election for a period of not more 
than one year; and it provided that extraordinary members of the 
Council who have served on the Council for not less than four years 
should be eligible for the offices of president and vice-president of the 
society, subject to the proviso that both offices are not to be held by 
country members in the same year. The Council proceeded in due course 
to prepare by-laws to carry out the above-mentioned provisions, and 
their proposals on the subject were submitted to the special general 
meeting of = society held on the 29th of April last. The bye-la 
which the Council prepared and submitted on the subject of Council 
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1 the resolution } issed at the 





elections provided, in accordance \ annual 
general meeting in 1907, that each yea members retiring by rota 
tion should be ineligible for election without regard to the number 
of casual vacancies which m cht a On this bye-law being submitted 
to the meeting expres givel that the number of 
members ineligible for re-election should be to some extent dependent 
on the number of casual vacancies, and that in any case only one of 
those rendered ineligibl This 
view was accepted by the meeting, and the amended bye-law 
ade pted in substitution for bye-law 40, and was sub 





$10 Was to the view 


ich vear should be a country member. 





following 





was accordingly 


sequently confirmed by t Council : ‘* On the day of the annual general 
meeting in each year the ten members of the Council who have been 
longest in office shall go out of office, nd thei place s sh be filled 


by election. As between two or more members of the Council who 
have been in office for the same length of time, the members to 
of office shall, in default of agreement them, be determined 
by the Council. <A retiring member shall be eligible for re-election 
provided that of the ten members of the Council who in each yea 
go out of office under the three shall be 
ineligible for re-election at fie annual general meeting at which they 


go out 
het wee! 


provisions of this bve-law 


so go out of office or at adjournment of such meeting, and th 
three members so to be ineligible shall in default of agreement be 
selected by the Council, but so that the Council shall not in any ye: 

select more than one member holding rtificate entitling him to 
practise as a solicitor in the country only ineligible for re-election. 
The outgoing members of the Council shall be considered as in office 


not only until the annual general meeting shall break up on adjourn, 
but until others shall be respectively elected in their place. If at any 
annual general meeting the number of vacancies in the (other 
than those caused by retirement in rotation), by reason of the death, 
resignation or disqualification of members of the Council since the last 
annual general meeting (in this bye-law called shall | 
exceed four, the portion of this bye-law which provides for retiring 
members being ineligible for re-election shall not apply. If the numbe1 
of casual vacancies shall be four, one retiring wae shall be 
for re-election. If the number of casual vacancies shall be 


Council 


‘casual vacancies 


ineligible 


three, two 


vetiring members shall be ineligible for re-election. If the number of 
casual vacancies shall three retiring members shall be ineligible 
for re-election.” 

Leatraordinary Vembe of the Council At the special general 
meeting of the society held on the 29th of April, 1910, the following 


bye-law was passed in substitution for the then existing bye-law 54: 
“The president and vice-president shall be elected at the annual general 
meeting in each year, and shall continue in office till the close of the 
next annual general meeting ; or if from any cause i ecessors shall 
not be elected at. such me¢ ting, then till the election of their successors. 
The following persons are eligible for the offices of 
president-—that is to say: (a) ordinary Council, and 
(6) extraordinary members of the Council who have served on the 
Council for not less than four years. Provided that the offices of 
president and vice-president shall not both be filled in the same vear by 
members (whether ordinary or extraordinary) of the Council holding cer 





president or vice 
members of the 


tificates entitling them to practise as solicitors in the country only.” 
At the meeting of the Council he ld on the 8th or pe pte mbe) ‘ is 309, the 
following members, nominated under the Supplemental Charter of 1903, 
the bye-laws and the general regulations of the so: iety, were elected 


extraordinary members of the Council to hold office until the conclusion 
of the annual general meeting, 1912: Mr. R. S. Cleaver, to represent 
the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool; Mr. R. A. Pinsent, to 
represent the Birmingham Law Society; Mr. W. H. Norton, to repre 
sent the Manchester Incorporated Law Association; Mr. F. Sturge, to 
represent the Bristol Incorporated Law Society; Mr. R. Pybus, to 
represent the Northern District; Mr. A. C. Peake, to represent York 
shire; Mr. C. E. Lon represent the Eastern District: Mr. 
Ae di Clarke, to represent the Midland Distri t; Mr. J. W. Botsford, 
to represent the Western District; Myr. T. Eg r, to represent the 
Southern District. 


igmore, to 


Meetings of the Council and Committers 








Slst of May, 1910, the Council have held thirts the 
following committees have held the number of z 
N No. of 
\leetin \l ex s 
Professional Purposes 54 Parliamentary ; 5 
Examination : 18 Bve-Laws 5 
Scale Ate : 21 Finance Bill 6 
House a - . 25 Legal Education 14 
Finance (including Gazette Legal Procedure 8 
and Library) 50 Various . 12 
Membership of the Society.—The society has now 8.794 members, 
of whom 4,070 practise in town and 4.724 in the count? The numbei 


of members who joined the society during the past year is 299, as 
compared with 421 in the previous year. The membership shews an 
increase for the year of 39, and is the largest since the foundation of 
the society. The resolution of the Council referred to on page 38 
of the last annual report, that it is not expedient to atte mpt to enforce 
compulsory membership of the so iety upon present or future solic 
was referred to at the provincial meeting held last year at New: 
upon-Tyne, and a resolution was moved ¢ ail 1g upon the Coun 
to consider the subject. This resolution was, h 


itors, 
astle 
il further 
arried. 





wever, not 





| 








| 
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Finances of the Society.—The accounts of the society for the year 

1909 shew that the sum expended for scholarship payments, class 
prizes, fees to tutors and assistant examiners, and grants to pro 
vincial law societies is less than the amount expended upon the same 
objects in the previous year by the sum of £164. The 
off in the number of candidates for the society’s examinations d 
the consequent decrease in the number of admissions to the rol ill 
render ne ssarv in the future the exercise of the strictest economy 
in the administration of the Articled Clerks’ Fund. It may be noted 
that it has this year been relieved of all contribution to the gen 
pension fund. As regards the society’s general account it will be 
seen that the sum mi £2,000 was paid off the society’s mortgage 
debt during the year 1909, reducing that debt to £14,000. A further 
sum of £2,000 has ‘wie paid off since the accounts for 


1909 were closed, 
leaving £12,000 now owing: 


A sum of £1,000 has again this year been 
set aside for the pension fund for the society’s staff, making a total 
on this account of £3,000. The pension system has now been placed 
on a pe footing on the lines of the ordinary Government 
superannuation scheme. 


serious falli 





rmanent 


1910 al! 


registers 


Registry Department.—For the first five months of the year 
the various property, mortgage, partnership, and clerkship 
shew a steady over last year, and the Council note with satis 
faction a corresponding increase in the volume of 
transacted through the medium of this department. The attention 
of members is again specially directed to the society’s 
registers. About 2,500 entries a year are made on the . 
Register F (Clerkships Wanted) by admitted or unadmitted clerks in 
want of situations, and for some years past a record has been kept of 
such clerks. No clerk is allowed to inspect the Register of Vacant 
Situations or enter his name without having first produced a letter of 
recommendation from a member of the society, or, in cases where 
is impossible to obtain this, from some responsible person, to the effect 
that the clerk is personally known to the writer and is of good 
character. The publication of requests for particulars as to the 
successors of deceased solicitors in Register H has been the means of 
obtaining much useful information, and the society is und n 
obligation to those members who have communicated particulars during 
the past year. 


increase 
business actually 


clerkship 


society s 


Library. Over eight nundred volumes have been added to he 
library during the past year by donation and purchase, and the total 
number of books is now nearly 50,700. In addition to the sixty 
students who subscribed during the year ending April 30, 1910, twenty 

attending the whose principals wer 
SOL iety, were permitted to use the library for rete 
without payment. 


five students society's classes, 
members of the 


purposes 


Hramination Committee.—The vacancies occasioned by the death of 
Mr. Blyth in September, 1909, and the resignations of Mr. Gillett 
and Mr. Paine in October, 1909, were filled by the appointment of 








Mr. Garrett, Mr. Nesbitt, and Mr. Oldham. The followin ible 
shows the results of the last four examinations, as compared with the 
Toul immediately preceding 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 
JULY OctoBer FEuRUARY | May 
Dd ; 
Year | No. of | No. of ie | No. of F No. of | 
} Candi- |P assed | Candi-| Passed | Candi- Passel | Candi- | Passed 
dates dates dates } Oates | 
| | 
<clbamadias aes’ oo aa  Paeaet ee | io Te 
1908-1909 ws | 181 | 80 85 | 52 | 92 62 | ov | 45 
ve | } | 4 
100-1910 | 103 SU 79 | 45 | SL | 45 | 94 i) 
} i] | | 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
JUNE NOVEMBEE JANUARY Marca 
| 
Year No. of | No. of | No. of No. of 
Candi- | Passed | Uanai-| Passed| Candi-| Passed | Candi-| Passed 
dates dates | dates | | dates 
1908-1909 } 195 | 128 | 228 | 156 84 | 55 | 142 | 105 
1909-1910 225 | 137 | 195 | 134 | 122 | 85 | 145 | iu2 
| 
FirnaL EXAMINATION 
| JUNE NovEMBER JANUARY Marcu 
Year | No, of | o. of | No. of | No. of 
| Candi. | Passed | Candi- Passed | Candi | Passed | Candi- | Passed 
| dates dates dates dates 
a : oveewcal Ree Seah en, Sec e O 
1908-1909 .. | 387. | 215 | 200 | 152 | 182 | 139 | 134 71 
1909-1910 278 214 178 125 181 139 105 G6 
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Honours EXAMINATION. 











| JUNE | NovEMBER | JANUARY Marcu 
P ae 
Year } N | No, of of | 
| ( wade \Classed | Candi- |Classed Candie \Classea Candie \ctassed 
dates | | dates | dates | dates | 
8 a — - —— ee 
1908-1909 ae | 149 34 87 33 | 7 16 | 41 10 
jog -19L0 ew | 146 40 72 24 | 90 23 42 19 
| | | 
ACCOUNTS AND BOOK-KEEPING. 
JUNE NovemBer JANUARY Marcu 
Year No. No. of : No. of | No. 
( ent | Passed | Candh- | Passed | Candi-| Passed Candi. | | Passed 
| dates | | dates | dates | dates 
1908-1909 » | 21 | 14) 3 | 27 | 2 | 2 | 38 | 32 
1909-1910 i ie 85 59 62 42 67 48 


The numbers of successful candidates in 1909-10, as compared with the 
umbers in 1908-9, are as follows :—Preliminary, 228, as against 248; 
Intermediate, 458, as against 444; Final, 544, as against 577; Honours, 
106, as against 93; Accounts and Book-keeping, 180, as against 96. It 
nay be of interest to note the difference in the number of candidates 
siving notice for examination in 1899 and 1909. For the Preliminary 
Examination, 1899, there were 595, as against 366 in 1909, a decrease of 
999. Intermediate Examination, 1899, there were 821, as against 646 in 
1909, a decrease of 175. Final Examination, 1899, there were 882, as 
iwainst 772 in 1909, a decrease of 110. The above figures are accounted 
for if a comparison is made between the number of articles of clerkship 

swistered in 1899 and 1909 he the former year there were registered 

77 articles of clerkship, of which 718 were original articles, while in 
1909 only 598 articles were registered, of which 529 were original 
articles, showing a falling off in the number of clerks entering into 
ticles of clerkship of 189. The number of persons admitted as 
solicitors for 1899 were 633, in 1909 it was 561, a decrease of 72. 

Colonial Examinations.—Since the issue of the annual report for the 
vear 1909, one intermediate and one final examination have been held 
in the Island of Jamaica, and one final examination has been held in 
he Island of Trinidad under the auspices of the society. The Council 
have recently been requested, and have expressed their willingness, 
to extend their auspices to the examinations in British Guiana. 

The Society’s Teaching System.—So far as the society’s own lectures 
and classes are concerned, the number of students attending during 
the session has been 271, of whom 207 have been oral and 64 
orrespondence students. Altogether, since the establishment of the 
new system in 1903, 1,026 students have taken advantage of it. The 
ntry of entirely new students during the session has been 122; but 
many who had previously been intermediate students have also joined 
this session with a view of preparing for the final examination. At 
the four qualifying examinations which have been held since the 
last annual report was prepared, 182 of the society’s students have 
been successful in passing, viz. 100 in the Final, 67 in the Interme- 
liate, and 15 in Accounts and Book-keeping only. Twelve of the 
society’s students have obtained honours, viz., two in the first class, 
five in the second, and five in the third. Whilst the soc iety’s system 
aims rather at qualifying a student for his professional duties than 
for passing his examinations, it is satisfactory to find that this aim 
is not found in practice to be incompatible with success in the 
examinations. As evidence of the increased earnestness in the study 

law may be quoted the growth of the classes concerned specially 
vith preparation for London degrees. In spite of the difficulties caused 
by recent changes in the Unive rsity regulations, the degree classes con- 
tinned to increase, whilst the quality of the work maintains its high 
standard. At the degree examinations held in September last one 
ot the society’s students obtained first class honours in Roman 
Law and second class in English Law; whilst the four candidates for 
the intermediate examination were all successful. The society’s efforts 
re not, however, confined to its own teaching system. For many years 
grants have been made by the Council to provincial law societies and 
other bodies concerned with legal education. This practice was (as 
described in last year’s report) placed on a systematic footing in the 
year 1905, as the result of a conference held at the Society’s Hall. For 
the session 1910-11 the Council has expended in grants for this object 
the sum of £2,125; whilst the number of students attending the centres 
subsidised by the Council was, in the session 1908-9 (the latest fo 

hich figures are available), 422. 


Royal Commissions on Land Transfer.—The Scottish Commission 
‘ppointed in May, 1906, to consider the question of registration of 
title in Scotland completed the taking of evidence in the early part of 
st year, but has not issued its report. No explanation has been given 
x the long delay, nor has it been possible yet to obtain any definite 
nformation as to when the report will be forthcoming. The only 
intimation so far received by the Council from the secretary of the 
Commission is to the effect that the report of the Commission is in 





draft and has been considered by them, but that another meeting 


will be necessary before it can be completed, which meeting 
may not be held for some time. It is stated, however, that the report 
will be completed without undue delay, and may be issued a, the 
summer, The Royal Commission appointed on the 30th of July, _— 
to consider and report upon the working of the Land Transfer Act 
in England began to take evidence in the month of October following 
its appointment. The Registrar and other officials at the Land Registry 
were the first witnesses, and they were succeeded by various landowners, 
builders, and other persons holding views favourable to the system. 
The Commission completed the taking of evidence towards the close 
of last vear. The further witnesses included the late Mr. C. M. 
Barker, Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., the president of the society (Mr. 
Beale), who reported the purport of the numerous replies received 
from members to a circular letter from the Council, and Mr. C. H. 
Morton, of Liverpool, who explained the Conveyancing and Settled 
Land Bills which have for so long been promoted by the Council, 
and the Bill prepared by the Council in 1908 on the subject of special 
customs relating to land. Mr. B. L. Cherry and Mr. T. Cyprian 
Williams, of the Chancery Bar, presented the more technical aspects 
of the case, and evidence was also given at the instance of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies and the Yorkshire Union of Law 
Societies. In this way, and with the assistance of many other members 
of the society, it is hoped that the views of solicitors have been fully 
laid before the Commissioners, and that the latter have thus been 
wble to apprec iate the objections raised to a compulsory system of 
registration. 

Land Transfer Rules, 1908.—In the last annual report reference was 
made to oak vain and to the objection to them which had been 
felt by the profession. Representations were made by the Council 
to the Lord Chancellor on the subject, and a deputation from the 
Council was received by his lordship. Certain modifications were sub- 
sequently made in the rules, but these did not remove one of the 
main objections, namely, that restrictive covenants which in the ordinary 
way may be disregarded will necessarily be referred to on the 
certificate of title. the Council did not see their way to dispute 
the validity of the rules, the only course open was to lay the circum 
stances before the Commissioners with the view of persuading them to 
recommend some amendment to meet the difficulty. Mr. Beale 
accordingly deait with the question in his evidence, and there the matter 
vests for the present. 


Conveyancing Bills.—The Bills promoted by. the Council to amend 
the Conveyancing Acts and the Settled Land Acts have again been 
introduced in the House of Commons by Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., a 
member of the Council, and the Council are glad to be able to report. 
that the Conveyancing Bill has been read a second time. The Council 
have also introduced into the House of Commons under the title of 
the Trustee Bill, 1910, a Bill to enable an additional trustee of a 
trust to be appointed where a sole trustee was originally appointed o1 
where there are not more than three trustees acting in a trust. At 
present the same purpose is effected by the cumbrous and somewhat 
questionable expedient of getting one of the original trustees to retire 
and subsequently reappointing that trustee with others. The Bill also 
deals with other difficulties of a similar character which have arisen in 
practice. 

Judicature Rule Committee Act, 1909.—I1t will be remembered that 
this Act, which was promoted by the Council, provides that the Rule 
Committee of the Supreme Court shall include two practising solicitors 

-one being a member of the Council of the Law Society and the 
other being a member of the Law Society and also of a 
provincial law society. The Lord Chancellor has, pursuant to the 
powers conferred upon him by the Act, appointed Mr. W. H. Winter 
botham, of London, the present president of the Law Society, and Mr. 
C. H. Morton, of Liverpool, to be the two solicitor members of the Rule 
Committee for the present year. 


Divorce Law Amendment.—On the 8th of November, 1909, a Royal 
Commission, of which Lord Gorell was nominated chairman, 
was appointed ‘‘ To inquire into the present state of the law 
and the administration thereof in divorce and matrimonial causes and 
applications for separation orders, especially with regard to the position 
of the poorer classes in relation thereto, and the subject of the publica 
tion of reports of such causes and applications; and to report whether 
anv, and what, amendments should be made in such Jaw, or the adminis 
tration thereof, or with regard to the publication of such reports.’ 
The question of affording further facilities for the trial of divorce cases 
in the provinces had been considered at last year’s provincial meeting, 
and a resolution had been passed that such further facilities were 
desirable with a view of bringing the remedy of divorce within the reach 
of the poorer classes. On rec eipt therefore by the Council of a request 
from the secretary of the Royal Commission to know if they were 
prepared to take into consideration the points referred to the Com- 
mission, and to depute a member to give evidence upon them, the 
Council referred the whole matter to a special committee for con 
sideration and report. ‘The report of this committee, as adopted by 
the Council, is set out as part of the appendix. It will be seen from 
the report (a) that the opinions expressed in it were put forward 
independently of the general policy of the divorce laws, upon which the 
Council did not consider it in their province to express any Opinion; 
(b) that the committee were agreed that further facilities for 


divorce should be afforded; and (c) that such facilities should be 
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conferred by extending to 
The Council nominated the president to appear for them before the 
Royal Commission, and he attended and gave evidence in accordance 
with the report referred to. Mr. C. . Longmore (Hertford), who attended 


at the instance of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, gave ev! 
dence on similar lines 


County Courts Bill, 1909 In a rdance with an intimation which 
was referred to he last annual report the Lord Chancellor fast 
session introduced into the House Lords « new County Court Bill. 
Clause 1 of the Bill sought to confer upon county courts power to try 


causes without regard to the amount of the claim, and subject only to 
the right of the defendant in every case to an order remo 
into the High Court, In other respects the Bill followed to a large 
extent the lines of Bills previously introduced he Council prepared 
a report upon the Bill, which is set out as appendix to this report 


A copy of the report was sent to the Lord Chancellor, who suggested 


that the Council should ask Lord Gorell to move the amendments re 

ferred to in it No opportunity f doing this, however, occurred, as 
on an amendment to clause 1 of the B ing moved and carried in 
the House of Lords the Bill was dropped \t the meeting of the Council 
at which the County Courts Bill was considered, it was resolved “ That 


] 


ie provincial law societies be invited as to whether 


audience for solicitors 


the Opinion o 
it is desirable for the 
in all cases in which the 


Council to contend for 

uunty courts may have jurisdiction, or whethe 
it would be wise to c mpromise the question of advocacy by allowing 
the thar, 
right of audience in cases in which extended jurisdiction is conferred 
under the Bill, and that. solicitors should b 


subject to the order of the judge in individual cases, exclusiy 


illowed audience in al 


cases in which extended jurisdiction is not given by the Bill, and 
that in such case olicitors should have power to emp! as advocates 
their solicitor managi: clerks, and to emplov a solicitor s advocate 
although such solicitor is not generally acting in the action or matte: 
This question was submitted to the Provincial Law Societies, who 
resolved that no proposal ought to be made or agreed limiting the 
right of audience of solicitors in the county courts, and that any 
extension of the jurisdiction should « arr’y ith it the unqualified right 
of audience which solicitors at present have in the inty courts—that 
is an equal right of audience with the bar. 

King’s Bench Busine Ididitional Judge On the 6th of July 
1909, a joint Lords and Commons Committee was sppointed to conside) 
the state of busine n the King Bench Divisio ind to report 
thereon, and whether any increase desirable in the number of 
judges of that division, and to make such recommendation as they 


saw fit. The committee requested the Council to appoint a representa 


tive to give evidence before them, and consequent upon such request 





the Council passed a resolution expressing the opinion that the attend 
ance of His Majesty’s judges at manv of the assize towns is unneces 
sary, and that by the rearrangement of the circuit system sufficient 
time will be saved to secure the regular and = speedy dispatch of 
business in London, and they deputed the president to give evidence 


accordingly. The president (Mr. Winterbotham) attended before the 
committee on the 26th of October, and again on the 2nd of December, 
1909. The evidence has been published with the report of the com 
mittee, and it is unnecessary the refore to do more than refer members 


to the Blue Book on the subject. The mmittee reported unanimously 
J ! a 


that they were satisfied that there wa then a serious congestion of 
business in the Kin Bench Divi ind they recommended the 
addition at once of two judges to th: it division. They did not, how 
ever, recommend that. this nddition to the establishment should be 


permanent, but merely that it should be made in the first instance on 
the understanding that vacancies subsequently should remain 
unfilled until the present establishment is again reached The com 


mittee added an earnest recommendation that in the meantime and 


occurring 


without delay the reforms which had beer uggested to them for the 
better organisation of business in London and on circuit should be 
considered with a view to such of them as might be found practicable 
and desirable being carried into effect. A Bill has been introduced by 


the Lord Chancellor to give effect to the recommendation of the com 
mittee with to additional judges. 


Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910.—The Finance Bill was. on 


reg ird 


its introduc 


tion, referred to a special committee to consider and _ to report any 
amendments which they considered desirable The committee issued 
two reports criticizing the proposals of the Bill, and copies of these 


reports were senv to the daily House of 
Lords and of the Hou and toeach member of the society. 
On the passing of the Act the question arose as to whether the extra 
work thrown upon solicitors acting for vendors and lessors of property 
should be treated as covered by the scale fee under the Solicitors’ 
Remuneration Order. On this question the Council have expressed the 
opinion that this work is not included in the scale fee. and that 
solicitors are entitled to charge a reasonable fee for the work actually 
done in each case to meet the : 
authorities. 

Circuit Syste m At the 
Newcastle-upon-Tyn¢ 
Council to use it 


press, to members of the 
» of Commons, 


requirements of the Inland Revenue 


provint l il meeting ot the soclery held at 
last year a resolution was passed ré 
IT flue nce to 


questing the 
remodelling of the circuit 
system on the general lines of ; I which had been read at the 
meeting by Mr. Frank Marshall. of Newcastle. Mr. Marshall’s pro 
posal was that the circuit system should be remodelled so as to concen 
trate the civil work in centres. and that more time should be allowed 


l 
secure tne 


f 
) 
I 








county courts a limited jurisdiction in divorce, | and more convenient arrangements made for the 





ing the case | 





——— 


disposal of business 
He appended to his paper a table setting out the rearrangement ot 
the circuits, which he suggested would conveniently achieve the desired 
objects. The resolution was considered by the Council, and was by 
them referred to a special committee for report. This committee sent 
a copy of the resolution to the various provincial law socie 





invited an expression of their views upon it. The replies \ h we 
received are summarized in the report of the committee, which was 
adopted by the Council. ‘The recommendations of the committee were 


that the system which has been adopted at Liverpool and Manchester 
with regard to civil business should with such modifications as experience 
might suggest be extended to other large centres of population. ‘lhe 
committee, however, recognized that the subject could not be adequately 


dealt with without also taking into consideration the question of 

concentration of criminal business, and they made it clear that theu 
recommendation must not be treated as in any way affecting the Council’s 
previously expressed views as to the desirability of extending the juris 


diction of the county courts. 


Suggested Amatle gamation of Admiralty and Commercial Busine 
the High Courh—At the annual provincial meeting of the L 
Society, held at Newcastle-upon-Tyne last year, a 
passed requesting the Council to consider whether it is desirable to 
amalgamate Admiralty and Commercial ‘business The 
referred by the Council to a special committee, and a copy of the report 
of that committee, which was adopted by the Council on the 4th « 
March last, is set out as part of the appendix to this report. It was 
to the effect that even if the inherent difficulties of carrying out the 
proposal could be overcome it would not be productive of such adj 
tages as would justify its recommendation 


Judicial T'rustee Act, 1896.—At the general meeti1 of the so 
held on the 29th of April last a resolution was ead inviting 
Council to consider whether any and what steps should be ta 
direct attention to the advantages which would accrue from a n 
general adoption of the Judicial Trustee Act as affording 
vision for the auditing of trustees’ 
of trust estates. The Council referred the question to a committee, ne 
on the 10th of June the report of that committee was ¢ 
Council and adopted. 


Solicitors to the Bar.—In 
from the General Council] of the Bar, 


resolution was 


questi 1 Wae 





adciequate pr 
accounts and for the administra 
msiders by t 


i DY 


Call of April last a letter was received 


expressing the hope that 
Council of the Law Society would place before the country law gocieti 
the question of the alteration of the regulations referring to 
idmission of solicitors to the bar. They proposed that in futw 
solicitors seeking call to the bar should not be permitted to pra 


as solicitors for twelve months before their call. Under the Consolidat 
Regulations of the Inns of Court now governing the question. 
can practise as such up to the date of their call to the bar. 
have to do (assuming 


olicito 





them to have been in practice as soli 


five years) 1s to give twelve months’ notice of their intention to b 
called to the bar, produce a certificate that they are fit and prop 
persons to be called, obtain the removal of their names from tl 
solicitors’ roll, and pass the bar final examination. As members a 


aware, these privileges were obtained from the inns only after long 
and persistent effort on the part of the Council, 
the provincial law societies. 
it was met 


assisted throughout 
When the concession was first asked for 
by the objection that a barrister could not be admitted 

solicitor except after serving a term of three years under articles, and 
that a solicitor ought not to be in any better position as regards 
call to the bar. To meet this objection the Council promoted 
obtained the passing of tie Solicitors’ Act, 1877, 
barristers of five years’ standing from service unde 

mitted their admission as solicitors on passing the 
examination. The passing of this Act did not, howe\ immediately 
result in any similar concession from the bar, and it was not un 
the year 1892 that the present bar regulations were made. These be 








which exempted 
irticles and pel 


solicitors’ fina 





the circumstances of the case, and the Council already knowing 
views of the country law societies, they did not think it necessary again 
to communicate with them. but passed 1 resolution “that the Genera 


Council of the Bar be informed that the Law Society do not 
way to concur in the suggested alteration of the regulations referred to 
Record and Statistical Department.—The inquiries made 
Society’s Record and Statistical Department show a large increase OV 
those of the previous years, and the information furnished, especial 
with regard to the representatives of formerly existing fi 
solicitors, has proved to be of great service to members. Although t 
records are far from complete, the information at present available f 
reference is of considerable use. The Council desire to thank tho 
who have been good enough to send to the t 
changes in the constitution of their 





secretary pa 


firms during the past 1 





The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 
The council and members of the Solicitors’ Managing Cl! (ss 
tion had an outing to Boxhill, Surrey, on Saturday la the 11 


and, although the weather was somewhat unfavourable, a pleasant aft 
noon and evening was spent. After dinner at the Burford B 
Hotel the president (Mr. Francis Kalb) addressed the members pres 
upon the advantages of membership of the association, 


J. G. Offer, Mr. ‘Verrall, and Mr. Worley. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1910. 


The Counc‘l, acting 


on the recommendation of ‘the Legal Education 


Committee, has made the following award of studentships, subject to 
the conditions prescribed in the regulations :— 
STUDENTSHIPS OF THE ANNUAL VALUE OF £40, TENABLE FOR 
Turee YEARS. 
CLASS A. 


° 
(Candidates under nineteen who obtained distinction in the 
Preliminary Examination. ) 


1. Mr. Jonn Owen Davis. Mr. 


School, Newport, Mon. 


2. Mr. Lesire Ciirrorp Brown. 


City of London School. 


Davis was educated at Oakfield 


Mr. Brown was educated at the 


CLASS B. 


(Articled clerks having 


Mr. Herpert Epwarp Ayres. 


at least three years, or, being graduates, two 
years, to serve.) 


Mr. Ayres was educated at University 


College School, Hampstead, and is articled with Mr. A. M. Waller, of 


London. 


SrUDENTSHIP OF THE ANNUAL VALUE or £40, TENABLE FoR Two YEARs. 


CLASS C. 


(Articled clerks hav 


ing at least two years to serve.) 


Mr. Henry Oswatp Brown. Mr. Brown was educated at Lincoln 


and Wakefield Grammar Schools, 


Whittington, of Leeds. 
By 
Ist July, 1910. ; 


INTERMEDIATE 


(whose names are in alphabetical order) 


The following candidates 


and is articled with Mr. George 


order of the Council, 


S. P. B. Buckniti, Secretary. 


EXAMINATION. 


were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 15th and 16th 


June, 1910: 

First CLAss. 
Court, Cecil Hales 
Grant, Arthur Stanley 
Guillaume, Reginald 
Hays, Charles Stanley 
Hill, Richard Arthur Mervyn. 
Roebuck, Alexander Boyd 

PASSED. 
Allen, Ralph Eric He rbert 
Allen, Richard William Robert 
Anderson, Albert John Gordon, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Atteridge, Henry Hilliard 
sanks, Russell Ev 
Barker, James Percival 
Beal, Alan 
Bentham, Thomas Henry 
Benyon-Winsor, Benyon Rudgard 
Blatch, William Desmond 
Bolander, Alfred Ernest James 
Borrett, George Ke nyon Forste1 
Brigg, Brian Dudley 
Broughton, Albert 
Buckell, William Dover Way 
Bunker, Bertie 
Cabrera, William Joseph 
Carlile, William Hooton 
Cooper, William Gordon 
Cuff, Robin Ernest 
Cutts, Thomas Wintringham 
Giles, Charles Henry 
Gill, Evans Leonard 
Frederic 


arard 


Greaves, 


Inglis, Stanley. 

James, Henry Davies 
Kendrick, Robert Arthur 
Kendrick, Thomas Luson 
Kinsey-Morgan, Edward Cecil 
Kufeke, Charles Edward 
Laxton, Matthew Henry 
Levin, Carl Norton 

Lewis, Francis Attwater 
Mackrell, George Vincent 
Martin, Arthur Charles 
Meeson, Claude 

Mic he Imore, Henry Theodore 
Miller, Thomas Peacock 
Orchard, George Frederick 
Peacock, David Francis 
Pegge, Wilfred John 


Petty, Richard Stathers, B.A. 
(Lond.) 

Rees, David Phillips 

Royle, Hugh 

tudd, Noel Bateman, B.A, 
(Camb). 


Sargent, Charles Albert 

Sell, Reginald 

Slade, Robert Blackmore 
Smith, John William 

Snape, Leslie Ninian Llewelyn 
Styler, Herbert Milton 

Terry, Smith 

Thomas, Alfred Edgar 
Titchmarsh, Frederic Lawrance 
Tucker, John Edward 


Greenwood, Joseph James Gledhill Turner, Leonard Vane 


Gwatkin, Claud James Matthew 


Turner, Michael Howard 


Haedicke, Charles Richard WilliamTweddle, William John 


Haines, Bernard 

Heane, Arthur Francis 
Hollinshead, Robert Edward 
Hughes, Arthur James Lloyd 
Hughes, David 


This list includes 
examination, and those who, 
book-keeping, have now 


Watts, Archibald Wodehouse 
White, Arthur James 

Wood, James Bonar 

Wright, Charles 

Young, Colin Turner 


successful candidates in both portions of the 
having previously passed in accounts and 
passed in the legal portion. 


By order of the Council, 


Law Soc iety ’s Hall, 


8. P. B. Bucknttn, Secretary. 


Chan ery lane, 1st July, 1910. 





Lecat PorrtIon. 
The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 15th and 16th 


June, 1910 :— 


Attride, Raymond George 

Bain, George Hardy 

Jarker, Geoffrey 

Bishop, Guy Joseph Basil 

Buckingham, Frederick Robert, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Chamberlain, Francis Walter 

Cholmeley, Hugh Valentine 

Cocker, Leslie Stuart 

Cook, Dudley Stafford 

Croudace, Arthur Leslie 

Dalton, Robert Cecil 

D’Angibau, William Edward 

Davies, Edward Smith Thomas 

Day, Henry Chesmer Poulden 

Dickinson, Ralph Percy Ferdinand 

Exeter, George Henry 

Finch, Arthur Baker 

Gane, Irving Blanchard 

Goldsmith, Henry Mills, B.A. 
(Camb. ) 

Heslop, Thomas Bernard 


Howarth, Wallaco 

Hunt, William Julian 
Hutchinson, Edgar Francis 
Lamb, Arthur John 

Lewis, Roger 

Low, Stuart 

Mortimer, Arthur Fortescue 
Pearson, Robert Tute 
Pritchett, Theodore Beal 
Sampson, John Delahay 
Smith, Bernard Joseph 
Sprake, Leslie Cecil, B.A. (Camb.) 
Stockdale, Arthur William Sinclair 
Stocken, Alfred Stephen John 
Talbot, Bertram George 
Taylor, Eric 

Thomas, John Page 
Thompson, Stanley Pickard 
Were, Edward Julian 
Whitehouse, John Hubert 
Williams, Arthur Rhys 
Williams, William Jones 


By order of the Council, 


S. P. B. Bucknix, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 1st July, 1910, 


ACCOUNTS AND BOOKKEEPING. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 15th and 16th 


June, 1910: 


Archer, Thomas, B.A. (Oxon.) 
sattishill, Philip Henry 

Bilney, Alwyn Alfred Hope 

Bishop, George Rendel 

Blackbourn, Lionel Alfred 

Blackman, Richard Diamond 

Blinkhorn, Robert Howard 

Bliss, Arthur Joseph 

Bloom, Henry, LL.M. (Liverpool) 

Boyes, Reginald Victor 

Bradshaw, Stanley Goodwin 

Bull, Roland John Howard 

Corbett, Adrian Gray, B.A. 
(Oxon. ) 


Cozens-Hardy, Basil, B.A. (Oxon.) 


Cutler, Francis Richard 

Follett, Eustace Lionel 

Forsyth, Robert Byers 

Gales, John Russell 

Giles, Russell Ross 

Could, Alfred Kenneth 

Hacker, Norman 

Haines, Eric Ross 

Harding, Arthur Herbert *° 

Hartley, Christopher, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Hewetson, Henry Caunter 

Hockin, Charles Stirling 

Horner, Arthur Leonard 

Hughes, Lewis Reginald, B.A. 
(Lampeter) 

Hutchinson, Stanley 


Jacks, Harold 


Joyce, (George Robins, M.A. 
(Camb. ) 

Kisch, Ernest 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Lambert, Norman Forster 

Lancaster, Charles Edward 

Lawden, Henry Tipping 

Lloyd, Percy Charles 

Marley, Reginald William 

Mather, Noel Edward 

Minshall, Thomas Charles Wynne 

Owen, Griffith Emion, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Paton, Mervyn David Jenkins 

Phillips, Joseph Alexander, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Powell, Scott, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Pugh, Harold Hunter 

Roberts, James Reginald Howard 
tobinson, Frederick Vivash 

Smith, Alan Montague 

Sutton, Alfred Walter 

Sutton, Bertine Entwisle, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Taylor, 
(Oxon.) 

Taylor, James 

Taylor, Roland Ormsby 

Turner, John Johnstone 

Watkins, Ernest Vaughan 

Webber, Alexander Ernest 

Williams, Thomas Morris 

Woulfe, Gerald Lascelles 


Royalton, = 


Arthur Turner, B.A. 


By order of the Council, 


Law Society’s 


8S. P. B. Bucknitt, Secretary. 


Hall, Chancery-lane, lst July, 1910. 





FINAL 


EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 


were successful at the Final 


June, 1910: 


Adam, Alan 
B.A. (Camb.) 

Adams, Henry Gordon 

Arlidge, Joseph Lewis 

Ashton, Percival John 

Back, Charles Walter 

Saker, George Austin 

Saker, George Frederick 

Barker, Charles William Tone 

Barret, Edward 

Baty, Bertie Cecil 


Gordon Acheson, 


Beaumont, John Lionel, LL.B. 
(Camb. ) 
Jeaumont, Kenneth Macdonald, 


B.A, (Oxon.) 


Examination held on 13th and 14th 


Sedford, Cecil 

Bell, John 

Birtwell, James Edward 

Bischoff, Thomas Hume, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Black, Maxwell Cox Phillips 

Bone, Ernest Edgar 

Booth, John William 

Bostock, Eric Lever 

Boxall, Frank Stuart 

Bradley, Joseph 

Bradley, Micah 
(Camb.) 

Bradley, William Charles 

Brotherton, Frank 


Gedling, B.A. 
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Brown, John Grieveson 

3rutton, Henry Lionel, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Bryning, Edward Alan 

Buckeridge, Georve G don 

Bullough, Ernest 

Burr, Clifford Jol 

Burrage, Richard K ing : 

Burrell, John St Cart 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Burridge, Arthur 

Buttanshaw, Mark Noble 

Chapman, Richard Her] 

Clarke, Warren 

Cobbett, John Chri 

Cole, Percy William 

Coleman, Walter William 

Collier, Percy 


Colman, Clement Ce ¢ 
Colson, Alfred Willian Manners 
Compston, Gerald Ed ds, B.A., 


LL.B. (Camb 

Copeman, John Y 

Damant, Henry Kk 

Daniel, Francis d | est 

Darlow, Henry, B.A LL.B 
(Camb. ) 

Davis, Edward W 

Dodds, George Hep} 

Donaldson, Douglas Hud 

Driver, John HH iwort 

Druitt, James Vir 

Earl, George Selmes 

Edwards, Arthur G 

Edwards, Trevor Lo 

Evans, Guy Edward 

Fawkes, William G { rt 

Fisher, Oakden, M.A ( ] 

FitzPatrick, William El 
leneux 

Flet« her, Vir Lor R he 

Ford, Ronald Mylne, B.A Caml 

Gandy, Henry, B.A. (Can 

Gartside, Gilbert Hovat 


Gawith, Samuel Ander , M.A 
(Oxon.) 

Goldsmith, William Sey 

Goodwin, Frederick 

Green, Joseph Ge A 

Gribble Frederi John I it 

Ground, Edward = (i B.A 
(Camb.) 

Handcock, Gustavu MieM 
Forbes 

Hannam, Cecil Denbig! B.A. 


(Oxon. ) 

Hanning, John Rowland, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Harrison, William (Brad 

Harrison, William (Pie 

Harrowell, Harve 

Harteup, Creoftre, H 
William, B.A. (Camb 

Hawkins, Charles Newcoml 

Hayward, Walter Dal 

Heap, Harold Chandl 

Heaven, John Gyae 

Heddon, John Wi m 

Henderson, Ernest ¢ nt 

Henton, John Art! 

Heys, Frederic! An dl B.A 
(Manchester) 

Hivhmore, Charl B 

Ho, Yan Sik 

Holland, Thom 3 We 

Hughes, George Edy 

Hughes, Hugh Bu 

Humbert, Owen Joh ! B.A 
(Oxon. ) 

Huntley, Walter 


Jackson, lvor, B.A.., LL.B. 
(Camb.), LL.B Lond 
Jenkins, Llewellyn M d 


Jones, Charles Da 

Kay, Harry Edward 

Kelly, Hugh Cyril 

Kelly, Norman Lucius, B.A, 
(Oxon. ) 

Kingsbury, Thoma 

Kitchen, John Henry 

Knowles, Edwin Cummi: 


Lake, Alfred Her ry 
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J. | Lawrance received three petitions protesting a 





Williams, Hugh Hamerton Woodbridge, Robert 


Williams, Roger Fritz Dahne Woods, Charles Stanley 
Williams, William Daniel Woolf, Walter Richard Movtime, 
Willis, George Bertram B.A., LL.B. (Camb.) 


Wilson, Gilbert Moore Woolley, Henry Arnold 
Wiseman, Douylas Herbert Wright, William 


No. of candidates ... 268. Passed ... 196. 


By order of the Council, 
Ss. P. B. Bucknumt, §S 


La Society’s Hall, Chan ery-lane, 1st July, 1910. 


Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Dovctas Hovustoun, solicitor, has been appointed Solicitor for thy 
affairs of the Duchy of Lancaster, in succession to Mr. R. C. H 
Dyke, retired. 


Mr. Extior A. C. Dauce, solicitor, has been appointed Assist 


Solicitor for the affairs of the Duchy of Lancaster. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Frepertck Greorcre Fircu, Evwarp Harvey Cook, CLaup FRASER 
and PercivaL ALFRED CLaPHAM, solicitors (Clapham, Fitch & Co 


Deve nshire-square, Bish psgate, London. June 30. oo Tar as reg a 
the said Frederick George Fitch, who retires from the firm: the said 


Claud Fraser, Edward Harvey Cook, and Percival Alfred Claphan 
having entered into a new partnership with Frederick John Williams 
vill continue to carry on the said business under the styl Clapl 
Fraser, Cook, & Co. 

WiLt1AM 'Tomirnson Pace and Artuur AuGustus PADLry. soli 
(Page & Padley), Market Rasen. May 1. The said Arthm Aug 
Pacdley il] , 
A. A. Padk 

Epwarp Lant Tynpatt and Garpner TYNDALL, solicitors Ty: 
& Ce Birmingham. Jan. 1. The said Edward Lant Tyndall ret 

[Gazett , dul 


continue to carry on the said business under tne 


\ucustus ALFRED ARrNoLtp, Epwarp Lowrner Baker. FRAN 
HermiraGe Day, and Roserr ANTHONY ARNOLD, solicitors (Am ld, 
Baker, & Day), Rochester. June 30. As far as regards th | 
Augustus Alfred Arnold; the said Edward Lowther Baker, F) 
Hermitage Day, and Robert Anthony Arnold will continue to pract 
the same style or firm ot Arnold, Baker, « Day. 

[Gazette, July 5. 


under 


General. 


Lord Justice Moulton has been confined to the houss by a seve 


cold 


MI Justice Jelf is stated to be coing on well, but it is doubtfu 
whether he will be able to return to the Bench before th Lo! 
Vacation. 


On Wednesday, in Court of Appeal No. 1, Lord Justice Vaug 
Williams stated that they proposed to proceed with Admi ulty appt 
on Monday. The President of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division would be able to join them in forming a court if necessary 


The Master of the Rolls and Lords Justices Fletche Moulton and 
Kenned) ire amongst those who have accepted the invitation of tl 
Treasurer and Masters of the Bench of Gray’s Inn to dine in (i uy 
Inn Hall on Friday, July 15, on the occasion of the annual conferet 


of the Society of Public Teachers of Law. 


At the He reford Assizes, on Saturday, Says the Time , Mr. Just 


against the rem 
of the Herefordshire Assizes—one from the Mayor of Hereford 
pol ted out that the assizes had been held in the city for 600 vea 


nother from the grand jury, and a third from the County Quart 


Sessions. Mr, Justice Lawrance said that prisoners were entitled 
be tried amongst their own people as far as possible, where they we 
understood. He remembered that a grouping of counties yea 
used great inconvenience and annoyance. He thought the maiorit 
of the juduc were against any change taking place A deputati 


from Lancashire waited on Tuesday on the Lord Chancello: 
regard to the rumoured removal of the Assizes from Lancaste1 
Appleby in the scheme for changing the circuit System. The Lord 
Chancellor, in reply, is reported to have said that the deputat 
appeared to be too anxious. No proposal had been made for removi 
the Assizes from Lancaster. Those interested in the matter had 
better “wait and see.’’ Notice would be given in due time of 
changes proposed, , 


























July 9, 1910. 
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Mr. Asquith, in reply to a question in the House of Commons by 
Mr. Greenwood, stated that the Government have undertaken to con- 
tribute to the Palace of Peace at The Hague the four large upper 
windows of stained glass of the Great Hall of Justice. 


A correspondent of the Z'umes says that ‘‘ there is at least one set of 
places where the ruling power is absolute and can decide, without fear 
or favour, what shall be permitted--our Law Courts. Sketching was 
recently stopped, I believe, in the Divorce Court, but photography 
is still generally allowed and practised inside the Courts. Witnesses 
and persons on trial, who may not be guilty, are subjected to the ordeal 
of cameras levelled at them, and indifferent pictures appear next day 
in the public prints. Many—for there are still people in this 
country who do not care for advertisement at such a price, or, indeed, 
at any price—strongly object to these practices, and solicitors will tell 
you that their clients, with the certainty of the legal reparation they 
deserve before them, have refused to face in the courts this exposure 
to the casual camera. What are our judges doing to permit this 
outrage on public dece ney : 7 


In the House of Commons, on the 30th ult., Mr. Fell asked if the 
whole of the cost of the collection of the increment duty on sales of 
land was to be borne by the Government; and if this was the fact, 
Whether it included the cost of the preparation of the various docu 
ments required by the Government to be furnished to it to enable 
the case for a claim to duty to be made out. Mr. Hobhouse : Undei 
section 4 (2) of the Finance (1909-1910) Act, 1910, the duty of fm 
nishing the particulars required for the purpose of assessing Increment 
Value Duty is cast upon the transferor or lessor; and any expense 
which may be entailed by a compliance with the provisions of that 
sub-section does not fall to be borne by the Crown. Mr. Fell : Has any 
estimate been formed of the additional cost that will be thrown on the 
vendors and lessors? Is it 25 per cent? Mr. Hobhouse : No estimate 
has been made, but I cannot conceive that it would be anything 
approaching 25 per cent. ; 


An amusing instance of criticism and _ counter-criticism between 
appellate and trial courts is to be found, says the American Case and 
Comment, in Wenger v. Barnhart (55 Pa. St. 500), in which two 
reversals, upon a first and a second trial, are reported. The supreme 
court, by Agnew, J., began its first opinion by saying: ‘‘ We think 
that the effect of the charge was to mislead the jury on the vital 
point of the case. Taken singly, perhars no part of the charge can be 
said to be clearly erroneous.’’ Thereupon, the trial judge, on coming 
to charge the jury a second time, remarked that after reading the 
opinion of the supreme court he experienced some difficulty in dete 
mining how to charge the jury a second time, as he was unable te 
discover anything to omit or change in the former charge, to meet 
the criticism of the court of review. ‘‘ We will not step out of ow 
vay,’ said Judge Agnew, again speaking for the court in beginning 
the second opinion for reversal, and with great dignity, ‘“‘to notice 
the moods of judges in the lower courts where they make the reversal 
of their judgments a personal affair, and lose their temper, and it is 
unnecessary to vindicate our unanimous opinions.”’ 


The Advisory Committee on Commercial Intciligence of the Board 
of Trade report refers, says the Journal of the Society of Comparative 
Legislation, to the proposed International Conference on the laws re 
lating to bills of exchange in the following terms :—‘‘ As a result of 
representations made to H.M. Government by the International Law 
Society, the Board of Trade in 1907 consulted the Institute of Bankers 
as to the desirability of steps being taken to endeavour to bring about 
the unification of the laws relating to bills of exchange. The Council 
of the Institute, in an elaborate memorandum received in July, 1908, 
expressed the opinion that whilst any fundamental alteration in the 
general legal principles or customary usages underlying the existing 
law in the United Kingdom would not be acceptable either to the 
bankers or to the mercantile community of this country, many existing 
differences between the laws of various countries could be adjusted by 
international agreement. At their meeting on the 28th of October, 
1908, your committee were informed that a proposal had been made 
by the Netherlands Government for an International Conference, and 
their opinion was invited as to the reply which should be given by 
H.M. Government Your committee accordingly resolved that the 
memorandum prepared by the Council of the Institute of Bankers, to 
gether with the proposed International Rules recently prepared by the 
International Law Society at its conference at Budapest, should be 
communicated to such Chambers of Commerce and Trade and other 
associations as were likely to be interested, with a request for thei 
observations on both the general question and the specific suggestions 
ontained in these documents. Replies were received from fourteen 
iations and Chambers of Commerce, expressing concurrence in the 
proposal for international action and offering more or less detailed ob 
servations on the suggestions put before them. Your committee, afte: 

nsidering these repli ume to the conclusion that whilst it is pro- 
bable that grave difficulties would be encountered in any attempt to 
establish an internati il code of laws rela ing to bills ‘of exchangt 
an authoritative statement, prepared by an International Conference, 
of the differences existing between the laws of different nations on this 
subject, and of the inconveniences arising therefrom, would be of value 
as a preliminary to the possible adjustment of points of difference by 
the various Governments concerned; and we accordingly reported to 
the Board of Trade in this sense.”’ 








1 





lat 





In the House of Commons, on the 30th ult., Lord E. Talbot asked 
whether the Chancellor of the Excheguer’s attention had been called 
to the practice of the Government valuers for estate duty of declining 
to regard rents actually paid for agricultural land as representing 
rental value for estate duty and charging such duty on the basis of 
a higher rental value; and whether, having regard to the unrest and 
irritation likely to arise in agricultural districts by such official 
practice, he would give instructions that valuations upon the basis of 
fictitious rents were to be discontinued. Mr. Hobhouse In the 
valuation of land for estate duty purposes, it is the practice to have 
regard to the rent paid for agricultural Jand im all cases where the 
land has no higher value. As, however, the principal value of the land 
has to be ascertained, it is evident that, in the case of agricultural 
land which has a highei value as building land, the rental value for 
agricultural purposes only cannot be adopted as the basis of valuation. 

In the debate on the consideration of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Bill, Mr. Asquith said, according to the 7'imes, that the Bill was intro- 
duced to carry into effect one of the recommendaions of the Joint Com 
mittee of both Houses—to add twe« members to the Judicial Bench. Those 
] dissoc iated 


proposals were accompanied by, and in our view cannot b 
from, other recommendations for the prompt adoption of the various 
administrative changes. The appointment of these two new judges, 
although urgently needed, as any one acquainted with the state of 
business in the King’s Bench Division knows, is not in itself an ade 
quate or complete solution of the problem of accumulated business ; and 
it is not so put forward. From inquiries | have made from those a 
quainted with the facts, L am glad to know steps are now actually 
under consideration for the better arrangement and employment of 
judicial time in the division. A strong case was made out before the 
Joint Committee in regard to what are called the Saturday sittings. 


The House knows the practice has sprung up in recent years—it was 
not so when I was at the Bar—of judges not sitting on Saturdays—some 
not sitting at all, and others sitting only for a short time. It is om 
view, and we understand also the view of this strong and representative 
Committee, that it should be a general rule, subject, of course, to special 
exigent ies, that a judge be expected to sit on Saturday unk , as is the 


case of some of the judges now, he has sat during the preceding day 
of the week for such a number of hours as are practically equivalent to 
a normal Saturday sitting. That is a course pursued by some of the 
judges now. There is no magic in Saturday qua Saturday What we 
want, and what every reasonable person wants, is an adequate, and not 
more than adequate, employment of judicial time. This view has the 
support, I believe, not only of Parliament, but also of public opinion 
outside, and we have no reason to think it does not commend itself 


to his Majesty's judges themselves. I do not wish it to b upposed 
for a moment that 1 am associating myself with any attack upon the 
judicial body. On the contrary. But I gather the committee sug 


gested some administrative action was urgently needed in order that 
the administration of justice should be more promptly ccessible to 


lous condi 


those seeking it in our courts, and that the present seand 
tion of affairs in the King’s Bench Division and the state i conges 
tion, which amounted to a denial of justice to not a few of his Majesty’s 
subjects, should be put to an end at the earliest possible moment by 
the promptest possible means. 


The ‘“ Otranto,”’ the first vessel of the Orient Line in which a wire 


tne nes 
less apparatus of the Maregn 
on the 10th of June. This vessel reports from Port Said that she was 
in communication with the signal station at Poldhu, Cornwall, 1,500 


miles off, the day previous to her arrival in Egyptian waters. 


system has been installed, left) London 


Royvan Navan Coriecr, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘*‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W.—{Apvr.] 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


tora oF ReatsTrarss IN ATTENDANCH ON 









I Emercency Aprxat Count Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
Jate. Rora. No, 2, Joven. Swinrew Eapy. 
Monday ...July 11 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Greswell Mr Church Mr Beal 
Tuesday -. 12 Synge Goldschmidt heed Greswell 
Wednes lay ...... 13 Church Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 
Thursday .14 Theed Church Farmer Svnce 
Friday .. . 15 Bloxam Theed Leach Charch 
Saturday . 16 Farmor Bloxam Borrer Theed 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

Date, Wakainaron. NEVILLE PARKER. Eve, 
Monday ...July 11 Mr Farmer Mr Synge Mr Bloxam Mr Bborrer 
Tuesday ......00. 12 Leach Church Farmer Beal 
Wednesday. oo Borrer Theed Leach Greswell 
Thursday......... 14 Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschmidt 
friday ... . 6 Greswell Farmer Beal Synge 


Saturday .... ae 16 Goldschmidt Leach Greswell Church 
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cou 1R " OF APP E, AL. 


SUPPLEMENTARY LIST OF APPEALS FROM ALL 
DIVISIONS. 


Set down to June 30th, 1910. 
TRINITY Srrtimncs, 1910. 


The appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from tim 


time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 
FROM THE CHANCERY 
Judgment Reserved. 
(General List 


DIVISION. 


The British South Africa Co Id vy = Beers Consolidated Mines ld 


av Juin 
DIVORC} 


appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Ead) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DI\ bapa THE PROBATE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
AND THE COUNT PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 
(General List 
1909. 
In re George Hodves, dec. Hodges and ors v He dyes and o 
deft J. A. Hodges from order of Mr. Justice Warrington. 
Oct. 16, 1909 (s o Michaelmas) December 20. 


1910 


dated 


Baygasse Fibre Co ld v William Hinton & Son appl of pltffs from | 


order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Dec 3, 1909 March 17 
Mainwaring v Clarina appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville. 
dated Dec 21, 1909 March 21 
Wilmott v The London Road C Co, ld appl of defts from order ot 
Mr Justice Neville, dated Soul 6, 1910 (s o July 13) April 20 
Beatty v Courage appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Neville, dat 
April 12, 1910 (s 0 July 11) May 6 
Fox v Astrachans ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justic Neville 
dated May 4, 1910 (s o generally) May 7 


In re Thornton’s Settlement MacLeod ¥ Thornton appl of deft M K } 


Thornton from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 13, 1910 Mav 

M B Foster & Sons ld & reduced v Benskin’s Watford Brewery ]d 
appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Parker. dated O t 27, 
1909 May 27 

The Z Electric Lamp Manufacturing C 
of deft from order of Mr. 
motn to adduce 

Watts v The Everitt Press 
order of Mr Justice Eve, dated May 4, 1910 June 3 

Donnersmarckhiitte Oberschlesiche Eisen und K mhlenwerke Actien 
Gesellschaft v The Electric Construction Co ld appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Parker, dated Feb 28, 1910 June 4 

In re Thomas Bradley, dec Greaves vy Walker appl of deft from ordei 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 12, 1910 June 8 (s o Mi haelmas 

In re Hoyles, dec Row v Jagg & ors & Attorney-Gen apt pl of Attorney 
Gen from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady. date: Poo 4, 1910 
(produce order) June 11 ; 

Keary & ors v The Acme Tone Engraving Co ld appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated June 3, 1910 June 22 

Howse v Warrilow appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrin 
dated June 14, 1910 (produce order) June 23 

In re Abraham Cohen; dec Lawrence v Cohen appl of deft from orde 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 21, 1910 June 25 

Phipos v Callegari & ors appl of defts from order of Mr Just 
Warrington, dated June 15, 1910 (produce order) June 28 

Ouvah Ceylon Estates ld v Uva Ceylon Rubber Estates ld ippl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 17, 1910 
June 28 

Frost v Richardson appl of deft from order of Mr Justic Eve, dated 
June 7, 1910 (produce order) June 29 


FROM THE CHANCERY AND PROBATE AND 
DIVISION 
(Interlocutory List 
(1910. ) 


Weldon v Treherne appl of pltff in person 
Justice Joyce, dated May 24, 1910 (order not 


ld vy Marj les, Leach & Co appl 
Crete ., e Parker, dated March 9. 1910 and 
further evidence (security ordered) June $ 

Manufacturing Co appl of defts from 


, 
proauce ordei 


DIVORCE 


In re Treherne, dec 
from order of M1 
produced) June 20 

In re Wethered, dex Wethe red v Wethered appl of deft fre m order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated April 23, 1910 0) not before 
July 4 May 26 

Dodgson v Rogers appl of pltff from order 
Eady, d dated June 10, 1910 
of exors as parties) June 18 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER 
(Final List 
1910 


V. 


— 


(produce order—s o for ippointment 


Johnson v McVittie appl of deft from order of Vice Chancellor of 


the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated May 30, 1910 June 16 
appl of defts A F Fag 


Mawdsley & ors v De Caux and ors gianelli 


rs appl o! 


| In re F Smith, dee 


| 


| In re Mary Meek, dec 


Swinten 


| 














July Qs 1910. 


& MA Fagg tenelli reenng ones a “View. Ch: incellor of the Cousiy 





Palatine of Lan aster, dated May 25, 1910 June 20 

In re Thomas Naylor dec Naylor & ors appl of defts from order « 
Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated May 2 
1910 June 23 ; 


(l'o be continued.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—CHANCERY 
Trinity Sirrines, 1910. 


UPPLEMENTARY List of CHANCERY Causes ror TRIAL or Heat 


DIVISION 


et down to June 30th, 1910. 
Before Mr. Justice Joyce. In re Tayleur’s Settlement ( 
oe Te v Tayleur adjd sumns 
eee os a Meters Id vy Metropolitan Gas { 
- ‘ ao ' - - . 
| Causes for rial (with Witnesses). ld adjd sumns 
Rome vy Stuart act Same v Same adjd sumns 
Bastow vy Denham act - In re G Tucker, dee In | 
In re Wilkinson Ratcliffe v Wil Tucker, dec Tucker vy Hin 





kinson act adjd sumns 
| General Land Drainage and Im- | Jp ye Leeke’s Will Bullock « 
provement Co. v United Coun Leeke adjd sumns 
ties Bank Ld. act In re Beddington, dec Alexaner 
he : v Beddington adjd sum 
| Causes for Trial without Witnesses In re Atkinson, de Atkir 
and Adjourned Summonses Atkinson adjd sumns 
Walthamstow Urban District | In re Abrahams, dee Al ims 
Council vy Brown and Va ly v Bendon adj 1 sumns 


| adjd sumns In re Horroc ks in d Jones 
In re J C Stephens, dec Mason y and In re The 
Stephens adjd sumns 1843 adjd sumns 
In re 8 Griffin, dec Bendell and In re Nedby, dec Edwards 
| int v Griffin adjd sumns s o Edmonston adjd sumns 
In re B Irving, dec Irving and In re Reynolds King y Rey 
adjd sumns 


Solicitors A 


} anr v Balden and anr_ adjd 
| ~=s sumns | Society of Architects v Ke 
| In re Earl of Derby’s Contract and | mf j 
In re Vendor and Purchaser Inre LC Meye r’s Estate Hi i 
| Act, 1874 adjd sumns v Meyer adjd sumns 
In re Betty Norton’s Estate Nor- | In re Egerton of Tatt n, dec Eg 
ton v Norton adjd sumns ton vy Albermarle adjd sun 
In re Agnes MclIntyre’s Estate | In re Elizabeth Paramore, d 


Paramore v Brockman jd 


Sumns 


Bryce v Larson adjd sumns 
Kemball v Guildford and ors adj 


sumns In re Simpson’s Settlemen 
In re J G Cundy, dec Cundy v | grim v Delvin Hamilton 
Scott adjd sumns sumns 


Ranken In re H J Smith Bosanquet 
Smith v Bosanquet adjd sum 


In re C Cave-Browne, de 
| v Rowsell and ors adjd sumns 
| In re Reavely’s ‘Trust May v In re L M Spinks 

Reavely adjd sumns : } Baines adjd sumns 

Lewis v Hill mf j | In re C Hammerton, dec Fren 

In re Griffiths’ Settlement Grit v Hammerton adjd sumns 

fiths v Waghorne adjd sumns Thorning v Provincial Homes In 

In re F E Bouette, dec Bouette vestment Co ld adjd sumns 

v Bouette adjd sumns 


Williams v Jones adjd sum 
Miller vy Miller adjd sumns 


dec Sy] | 


In re S R Tobie sen, dec Mar: 


In re Bs W Beales, the elder, dec Pedersen. adjd sumns 
Austin v Beales adjd sumns In re Keating, dé Green 
| In re Squire Rayner’s Estate Mahon adjd sum 
Nettleton v Verity adjd sumns In re Phili Ip Fearn, d Can 


v Fearn adjd sur 

In re Marden’s Estat: Mard 
Elliott adjd sumns 

In re Briscoe, dec Royds v B 
coe adjd sumns 

Paris vy Lymington Rural Distri 
Council adjd notice 

In re le rd Leconfield’s ett 
Estates and In re The Settk 
Land Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd 
sumns 

In re Estate of E J Williams, d 


In re C D French, dec The Pub! 
Trustee v French adjd sumns 
In re M Bayliss, dec and In re 
Settled Land Act Bayliss v Bru 

ford and anr adjd sumns 
Jones v Maggs 
adjd sumns 
Rogers \ 
Black adjd sumns 
In re Trusts of Deed of Assiyn 
ment and In re F J Salter and 
his creditors adjd sumns 


In re C A Evans, dec Ives vy Williams v Williams adijd 
Schroff and ors adjd sumns sumns : ; 
: : In re Trevanion, dé Trevar 


In re 8 T Percy’s Estate Pers 
v Ennion adjd sumngs 

In re Glover, dec Glover y Gin 
ders adjd sumne 

In re R Munn’s Will Lord v Scott 
adjd sumns 

In re A Cohen, dec 
Cohen adjd sumns 

In re Lyne, dec Harris y Lync 
adjd sumns (with witnesses) 

In re Chesterfield and The Settled 
Land Acts adjd sumns 

Conway Bridge Commrs v Jones | 
adjd sumns ; 


v Lennox adjd sumns 

In re E E Richardson, 
Richardson v Richardsor d 
sumns 





Brooxs \ Further Consideration 

Craven v Craven fur con and tt 
adjd sumns 

In re Keating, dec Green y Mah 
fur con 

In re G Hughes, de Jones V 
Kettle fur con 
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Before Mr. Justice SwrnrEN Eapy. 
Causes for Trial without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Surnmonsés. 
O’Reilly v Bonney adjd sumns 

(to come on with fur con) 

In re J P Robinson, dec Clarkson 
v Robinson adjd sumns (to 
come on with fur con) 

In re Motor Industrial Engineer- 
ing Co. 1d Calvert v The Com- 
pany adjd sumns (to come on 
with fur con) 

In re Alexandra Grafton’s Trusts 
Public Trustee v Grafton adjd 
sumns 

In re J J Brown, dec Brown v 
Parmenter adjd sumns 

In re Warmington, dec Douglass 

vy Warmington adjd sumns 
re Pattison, dec Pattison v 

Bray adjd sumns 

In re Battye, dec Battye v Beech 
adjd sumns 

Marriott v Marriott adjd sumns 

In re D R Watkins’ Settlement 
Wills v Spence adjd sumns (re 
stored) 

In re Ing 


In re Whitten 


In 


Ing v Ing adjd sumns 
Carment v Whit- 


ten adjd sumns 
In re James Williams, dec In re | 
Public Trustee Act, 1906 adjd 


sumns 
In re Same 
In re Piggott, dec 
adjd sumns 
In re York Confectionery Co. ld 


adjd sumns 
Pagett » Oram 


Chinneck v The Company adjd 
sumns 

In re Same Same v Same adjd 
sumns 

In re Davies’ Settlement Davies 
v Sanders adjd sumns 

In re Elizabeth Driver’s Estate 


Taylor v Kirk adjd sumns 
In re James Neale, dec Pattisson 
v Brown adjd sumns 


In re J. Hutchinson, dec Thomnp 


son v Countess Ressegnier de 
Miremont adjd sumns 
In re Cohen, infants and In re 
Guardianship of Infants Act, 


1886 adjd sumns 

re Reeve, dec In re Bunn, 
dec Riches v Tetley adjd sumns 
In re Lianover, dec Herbert v 

Ram adjd sumne (restored) 
In re Same Same v Same 
sumns (restored) 

re Bridgwater’s Settlement 
Partridge v Ward adjd sumns 
In re Stevenson’s Trusts Roper 

v Wharton adjd sumns 
In re Annie Knight, dec 

v Graham adjd sumns 
In re Chandler Wallis v Wallis 

adjd sumns 


In 


adjd 


In 


Knight 


Further Considerations. 


In re B T Rogers-Tillstone, dec 
Rogers-Tillstone v Rogers Till 
stone fur con 

The Motor and Industrial Engi 
neering Co. ld Calvert v The 
Company fur con 

In re Chapman Finch vy Chapman 
fur con 

Acock v Whitfield fur con and 


adjd sumns. 





Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Mendelssohn v Traies and Son act 
(s o pending settlement) 

Vogt v Morse act (not 
July 1) 

Ker Seymer v_ Benett 
act (s o Michaelmas) 
Webb v Webb act and m f j (s 0 

Michaelmas) 


before 


Stanford 





| 
| 
| 
| 


In re Smith, dec Smith v Smith 
act (s o generally) 

Cooke v Rigby act ( not before 
July 5) 

Young and anr v Toplis and Hard- 


ing and ors act 

Shaw v Horzog act 

Thornton and Crebbin ld v 
A BC Cab Co. ld act and 
counterclaim 


Price v Spode act (s o July 7) 
In re Walter Jackson, dec Jack- 


son v Jackson act pt hd (so 
July 5) 
Vickery v Collis and Sons act 


and counterclaim (s o July 5) 
Cridlan v Charles act 
Jones v The Oystermouth and Dis 
trict Water Works Co. ld act 
In re Temple, dec Elliott v Pin- 
horn act 


Tenison vy Abrahams act and 
counterclaim 

Moss v Davis act 

Jordan and anr v Eaton act 

| Glover v Hakeman act (s o 


July 18) 
Howarth v 
July 26) 
In re J Chivers, dec 

Chivers act 
Heffer v Pile act 
Babcock and Wilcox ld v Edwin 

Danks and Co. (Oldbury) Id 

act 
Collingwood v 
and Nottinghamshire 
Co. ld act 
Barmouth Urban District Couneil 
and ors v Greener act 

The Gramophone Co Id v Ruhl 
act 

Kapp v Tasmanian Smelting Co. 

Id act. (s o not before Oct 12) 
Booth v Richards act 
Levering v Exhibitions Id 

of issue 
Warren v Baring Bros. and Co. 

ld act ‘restored) 

Mayor, etc., of Bath v Waring 
act 

Schuster v Savory act 

The Prudential Mortgage Co. Id 

v St. Marylebone Corpn and anr 

act 
Conway and ors v Brown and anr 


Werner act (s o 


Williams v 


The Nottingham 
Banking 


trial 


act 

Wilkinson v Stone act and coun- 
terclaim 

In re Muster’s Settlement Fowler 
v Muster act 

P C Faberge v The Goldsmith Co. 
act. (s 0) 


In the Matter of the Patents and 
Designs Act, 1907. and in the 
Matter of Letters Patent granted 
to John Robert Watts (No. 
11,498 of 1901) and In the 
Matter of a Petition for Revo 
cation of said Patent by Thomas 
Alfred Smith petition (s o not 
before July 4) 

In re David Davies, dec 
v Davies act 

Hill v Richardson act 

Wiist Kunz v Llewellin’s Machine 
Co act 

In the Matter of Patents and De- 
signs, etc. Fiat Motor Cos. 
Patent, No. 7,270, of 1899, etc. 
petn for revocation 

Elder v Victoria Press Manufac- 


Davies 


turing Co. and ors act 
Hugh Fraser v John Fraser act 
Basden v Hooley act, 
Riesterer and Stinus v Stehr = act 


In re Sheppard, dec de Brimont 
v Harvey act 
Rurgoyne v Burgoyne act 


Highley v Walke and ors act 








White v Pike act 





Cooke and ors v Mercer act 

Barry v Askew act 

John Macdonald Henderson’ v 
Philip Yorke and Victor Carter 
West act 

Frankland v Campbell act 

The Rio Tinto Co. ld v The Pena 
Copper Mines ld act 

Isgoed Jones v The Llarwst Urban 
District Council act 

In re M S Cooper, dec 
Curtis and ors act 

British Incandescent Mantle 
Works ld v Stevenson and Sons 
Id and Curtis and Harvey ld 
act 

Howlett v Howlett 


Reeder v 


act 





Before Mr. Justice NEVILLE. 
Retained by Order 
Adjourned Summonses, 
Murray v Dixon (s 0) 


In re James Johnston, dec Mills 
v Johnston 
In re John Harris, dec Harris v 


Harris adjd sumns 
re Bunch, dec 
Bunch adjd sumns 


In Ridsdale v 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Deterding v Dack act (not before 
July 6) 

In re Hodgson Hodgson v Hodg 
son adjd sumns (with witnesses) 
(not before Michaelmas) 

Encinillas Mines ld v 
American Syndicate act 
before Michaelmas) 

Betts v Selfridge act 

Same v Same _ act 

Palmer v Turner act 

Lovelock v Allee act (s o Michael- 
mas) 

Attorney-Gen vy West Ham Corpn 
act (fixed for July 11) 

In tre Thomas Watkins, dec 
Morris v Jones adjd sumns 
(with witnesses) 

Bimm v Shoppee act 
security) 


Anglo- 
(not 


(stayed for 


In re Riddell Bubb v Riddell 
adjd sumns with witnesses 
(fixed for July 21) 

Ellis v Pullman act (fixed for 


July 4) 

Marshall v Webster act 

In re Pendleton. dec Pendleton v 
King act and counterclaim 

Prust and anr v Prust. act 

Bacon v King act (s o Michael 
mas) 

Kimpton v Gilligan 
before July 7) 

Dixon v London 
Assce Co. act 


Perkin v Perkin 


act (not 
and Provincial 


act and m f j 


Jupp v Baker act and counter- 
claim 
Beer v Boret act 


Mavins v Mavins act and coun 
terclaim 

Hardy v Squire 

In re Symons 
act 

In re Henry Brown, dec Hum 
phris v Brown Brown v Hum 
phris act and counterclaim (not 
before July 14) 

Ryan v Parker act 

In re D R Watkins, dec 
v Jones act 

Latham v Wisbey 

Fdwards v Lundt 

McAllister v Cousins 
eounter-claim 

Md v Old act 

Gill v J Stone and Co Id 
counterclaim 

In re Sir S. W. Duncan, Bart.. 
dec Duncan v Duncan adjd 
sumns 


act 


McMillin v Powell 


Morris 
act 


act and m f j 
act. and 


act and 








Before Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Retained Matters. For Judgment. 
In re The Trade Marks Act, 1905, 

and In the Matter of an Appli- 

cation, No. 309,084, by the 

Gramophone Co ld _ act 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


Carmont v The Patriotic Invest- 
ment Corpn Id and ors act (not 
before July 1) 

Mills and ors v Bourne 

Stephens v Morgan act 


act 


Adjourned Summonses. 


Havana Cigar and Tobacco Fac- 
tories 1d v Tiffan (1905) ld adjd 
é6umns (s 0) 

In re P Collings, a Solr, and In 
re Taxation of Costs adjd 
sumns (s 0 not before July 7) 

In re E St Clair, dec St Clair v 
St Clair adjd sumns pt hd 

In re Orr, dee Henry v Crichton 
adjd sumns (s o generally) 


In re Clarke, dec Clarke v 
Hutchison adjd sumns (s o 
July 6) 

In re Saunders’ Patent Launch 
Building Syndicate ld Metro 
politan Bank of England and 


Wales ld v The Syndicate adjd 
sumns 
In re R Cockroft, dec 
Cockroft adjd sumns 
Farrer v Macusick 
In re Hoare, dec 
Hoare adjd sumns 
In re File, dec Ames v File adjd 
sumns 
In re W § Milnes, dee 
Milnes adjd sumns 
In re Robert Pratt’s Settled Estate 
and In re The Settled Estates 
Acts, 1882 to 1890 adjd sumns 
In re Robert Pratt, dec Morgan 
v Pratt’ adjd sumns 
In re Wingfield, Blew and Ken 
ward, Solrs and In re taxn of 
costs adjd sumns 
In re G Sutcliffe, dec Sutcliffe v 
Wilkinson adjd sumns 
Williams vy Whamond adjd sumns 
In re M. Booth, dec 
Chapple adjd sumns 
In re Alfred Browett, dec 
v Browett adjd sumns 
Shaw v Herzog 
(s o July 1) 
re S Barnes, dec 
Barnes adjd sumns 
In re Thomas. dec Hanbury v 
Thomas adjd sumns (s o July 7) 
In re W. Wheeler, dec Brading 
v Heward adjd sumne 
re Gardiner’s Trust Holds- 
worth v Rawson adjd sumns 
In re A T Brett’s Trusts St Leger 
v Brett. adjd sumns 
In re G T Sowter, dec 
Sowter adjd sumns 
In re G Moss, dee Martineau vy 
Moss adjd sumns 
In re J Pyke, dec and In re T J 
Pyke’s Trusts Birnstingl v Pyke 


Massey v 
(s 0) ‘ 

adjd sumns 
Strickland \ 


Wallis v 


Smee v 
Wynn 
procedure sumns 


In Bayly v 


In 


Storrar v 


adjd sumns 
In re Hebert, dec Hebert vy 
Alebert adjd sumns 


In re Hillman, dee Ade vy Hill 
man adjd sumns 

In re H P Baylis, dee The Public 
Trustee v Westbrook and ors 
adjd sumns 

In re H Bateman. dec Bateman 
v Bateman adjd sumns 

In re De Cevat's Trust 
Cross adjd sumns 

In re J T Poyser, dec 
Poyser adjd sumns 


Winn y 


Landon Vv 
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In re J M Mackay, dec Griesse- 
mann v Carr adjd sumns 

In re Edward Ricketts’ Trusts 
Ricketts v Ricketts adjd sumns 

In te Warden’s 
Onslow v Warden adjd sumns 

In re C Woodhouse, dec Harrison 
v Woodhouse adjd sumns 

In re Christopher Walker, dec 
Bell v Walker adjd sumns 

In re Henry Othen, dec 
Othen adjd sumns 

In re Morrison, dec Morrison v 
Morrison adjd sumns 

In re © Molesworth. dec Tayleur 
v Molesworth adjd sumns 

In re Selina M Seabrook. dec Bad 
deley v Seabrook adjd sumns 

In re Gully, dec 
adjd sumns 

In re Goodfellow 
fellow adjd sumns 

Meron v Doyle adid sumns 

Tn re Kilby Abbott v Went adjd 
sumns 

In tre Robert Hovendean, dec 
Hovendean v Hanke adjd sumns 

In re Batt, dec Batt v Batt adjd 
sumns 

In re Jonathan Pollard, dec Pol 
lard v Brown adijd sumns 

In re Guy. dec Harris v Harris 
adjd sumns ‘ 

In re Blackwell's 
Blackwell w Brailey adjd sumns 

In re J T Slater. dec Lake v 
Clayton adjd sumre 


Stone v Good 


Settlement 


In re Sir Josrh Bailev’s Trusts 
Whatelev v Boilev adid sumns 
In re Sir Joseph Wombwell. Bart.. 


dee Valpv v Bond adid sumns 
In re J A Oliver. dec Ramsden 

v Ramsden adid sumns 
Evans v Thomas (Newport. Mon.. 

District Registry) m f j 


Further Considerations. 
Corvin v Willioms fur con 
Halamore v The International 

Finance and Development Corpn 
ld and Emile Troeard fur econ 
Williams v Whamond fur con and 
sumns to vary No. 67 (fs o 


July 1) 


Petitions. 

Abadam vy Abadam 

In re Henry Loveridge and Co 1d 
and reduced (not before July 4) 

Before Mr. Justice Fvr 

Causes for Trial “with Witnesses). 

In re Treherne Treherne v Tre 
herne act (not before Oct 17) 

In re Pollard, dec Willison v 
Young = act 

Davies v Hughes act 

King v The Medway (Upper) Nawi 
gation Co act 

In re Wootten, dec 
Wootten act 

Granhie Arts v Hunters act 

Hipkiss v Fellows act 

Shaw v Shaw act (not before 
July 11) 

Moss v Delphin Same v Denness 
consolidated actions, transferred 
from K.B. Division 

Attorney-Gen v Churchill’s Vete- 
rinary Sanatorium ld and anr 
act 

Macvean v Herbert Strong and Co 
act 

Rvles v Freeman act 

Fdwarde v Poulter act 

Same v Same and ore act 

Tane v Stanton = art 

In te S Oddy, dec Connell v Oddy 
act ; 

Bath v The Standard Land Co 1d 
act 


St impson Vv 


Settlement | 


Budd y | 


Gully v Gully | 











Hoyland Silkstone Coal and Coke 
Co ld v The Law Car and Gene- 
tal Insce Corpn Id act 

Dean v Roe act and counterclaim 

Hartmann v Aldridge and Co act 

Wesley v Pain act (not before 
July 15) 

In re Coomber, dec Coomber v 
Coomber act (restored ‘by order) 

Stepney Spare Motor Wheel Id v 
Hall act 

Bastard vy Horton act, counter- 
claim and m fj (s o until affi- 
davit filed) 

Howard vy Woodward act 
for July 12) 

In re Harvey Stapleton, dec Cur- 

tois v Stapleton act 


(fixed 


Keene vy Bowen act 

Hope-Johnstone v Hope-Johnetone 
act 

Elkin and Cold and anr vy Francis, 
Day and Hunter act 

Cheston v The Misses 
act (fs o Michaelmas) 

Rummens v Cecil act 

sgrown and Pank v Brown act 

In re Price, dec Warre and anr v 
Price act 

Porte v Williams act 

Davies v Edwards act and coun- 
terclaim 

Braun and Cold v Tipp act 

srundrit v Ferguson and Simpson 
act 

Broad v Broad act 

In re Barnes, dec 
jarnes act 

In re James Stow. dec 
vy Thompson act 

Kine v Dopson act 

Williams v Hunt act 


Amherst 


Pycroft v 


Griffiths 


Bliss v United Counties Theatre 
Co act 

Hooner v Hooper and Jackson 
act 


Trustees of Aire and Calder Navi 
gotion v Rothwell Urban D'strict 
Council act 

In re Marler, dee 
Marler act 

C N Murphy and Co Id v Lawton 
act 

In Tre an Indenture of 
of February 8, 1873 
Lock act ° 

Amalgamated Radio Telegraph Co 
ld vy Gandil action and counter 
claim 

Charron 1d v Indian Motor Taxi 
Cab Co 1d act and counterclaim 

Morgan y Smith act and counter 
claim 

Rutler v Blackburn act 

In re Twovett’s Settlement 
v Hilton act 

Monckton vy Gramophone Co act 

Stenney Spare Motor Wheel Co v 
Hall Spare Motor Wheel act 

Evans v Rees act 

Newman wv Monk act 

Mayor, etc. of Lincoln v Kitching 
act. and counterclaim 

Hall v Little act 

Davies v Sibley act 

In re Alexander Lord, dec Beasley 
v Lord act 

Williams v Blake act 


Kempinsky v Posner act 


Curzon vy 


Settlement 
Hedley Vv 


Lovett 


Liverpool and Manchester District 
Recistries, 


Merrick v Liverpool Corpn act 

In re Howe Wilkinson v Fernie 
hough act and counterclaim 

The Edinburgh Life Asece Co v 
Jones act 


Lovell and Christmas ld y Wall 
act, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Faipay, July 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Liuitgep 1m CHANCERY. 


B. C. P. Synpicatsz, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Plimsoll 
Newsam, 42, Old Broad-street, liquidator 

Bensamin THornston, Lrp—Petn = windiog up, presented June 28, directed to be 
heard July 12. Jaques & Co, Ely pl, for Watson & Co, Bradford, solors for the 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of July 11 

Branpon Bay Satvace Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 14, to 
rend their names and addresses, and the psrticulars of their debts or claims, to H, 
Llewellyn Welch, Warnford ct, Throgmorton st, liquidator 

Carpirr Disrarct Cou.ieriss, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 29, directed 
to be heard July 12. Smith & Co, John st, Bedford row, for Morgan & Co, Ponty. 
pridd, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 11. 

Cavutponw (Brown, WestHEean, Moors, & Co), Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 
June 25, directed to be heard July 12, Chester & Co, Bedford row, for Paddock & 
Sons, Hanley, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 11 

Ene.ise Liprary, Lrp (iw Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 25, to send their names and addreeses, and particulars of their claime or 
debts, to Alexander Brooke Bryden, 1084, Cannon st, liquidator 

Harrison & Kay, Ltp—Creditors ara required, on or before July 23, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their de bts or claims, to George Neild, 
283, Park rd, Oldham. Brierley, Oldham, solor to the liquidator 

Matverw Miyerat Waters Co, Lip (1m Liqurpation)—Crediters are required, on or 
before Aug 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Edward Amsdon, 13 and 13a, Eastcheap, liquidator 

New Ecyprian Hatz, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 28, directed to bs 
heard July 12. Bennett &\Ferris, 63, Coleman st. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 11 

Norruawice Brick awp Trrra Corra Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 22, to send in their names and addresses, and particulara of their debts or 
claims, to George William Pearce King, 15, St James’ rd, Castle, Northwich, 
liquidator 

Gasvenaa> Co, Lrp (iw Votunrary Liqgutpatiow)—Creditors are required, or or 
before Aug 10, to send in their names and addresses, and the particula’s of their 
debts or claims, to Harry Cecil Baily Follit, 7 and 8, Railway-approach, London 
Bridge, liquidator 

Weiners LitnoGrarnHic Printinc anp Apvertisinc Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, 
presented June 28, directed to be heard'July 12. Redfern & Co, Abchurch In, solors 
for the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o'clock in tha afternoon of July 11 


London Gazette,—Tvuxspay, July 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Lrurtep rn CHANCERY. 


Atrarena Mine, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 6, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Grugeon Scott, 
lla, Union ct, London. Downer & Johnson, Union ct, solors for the liquidator 

ANTIVIBRATION IncaNDESCENT LicuTine Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claime, to Thomas Longley Cuttell, Maythorn, Stanhope rd, Stockton on Tees. 
Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds, solors to the liquidator 

** BrLLiarDs,” Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Hugoe Kilner, 
23, St Swithin’s In. Hugo & Co, Wool Exchange, solors for the liquidator 

Broapweit & Rosins, Lrp (im Votuntary Liqutpation) — Creditors ave required, 
on or before Aug 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Walter G. Hall, liquidator 

Rep Mans Sywpicats, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bryant Heary 
William Claridge, Maitravers House, Arundel st, Strand. Payne, Budge row, solor 
to the liquidator 

Tyack & Kemp, Lrp—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to De Westley Layton, 167, 
Fenchurch at, liquidator 

i 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Furpay, July 1. 


Werarwet Moror CarriaGce Co, Lrp. 
WeraRWELL Cycie Accessories Uo, Lip. 
Ksixam Routine Mitts Co, Lrp, 

L. pe Rur & Mack, Lrp. 

Criaytomw Brick anp Strong Co, Lrp. 
Hargison & Kay, Ltp, 

J. E. Mirsugne &°Co, Lro. 

Duncan Macpowatp & Co, Lop. 

Anperson & Evans, Lrp. 

Tyacx & Kemp, Lrp. 

Wiisvorp Press, Lrp. 

Cowtey Uorrpgr Devecorment Sywnprcate, Lrp, 
Reapine Tramways Uo, Lrp. 

Srrussy Masonic Haut Co, Lip. 

B.C.P. Synpicatse, Lrp, 

Inptaw Corton, Russe, awp Corrsr Co, Lrp. 
Henry Warp (Coventry), Lrp. 

L. WuiTeHeap & Co, Lrp. 


Lonaon Gazette.—Tumspay, July 5. 


Hotty Bawx Cotirery Co, Lrp. (Reconstrnction) 
Hotty Bayx Trusr Co, Lrp (Reconstruction). 

L. ps Ruw & Mack, Lrp, 

Braprorp Farmers’ Assovration, Lp. 

Carpirr District CoLurerres, LTD, 

Surp “ Riwac” Co, Lro. 

Bivo, Lrp. 

* Bruvrarps,” Lro. 


| Liverroot Rouier Rixx, Lrp. 


West ov EnGuanp Pear Synpicare, Lrp. 

W. L. Parkinson, Lrp. 

MipLAND Crear Box Manvuractvugine Co, Lrp (Reconstraction). 
Bury Sr Epmonps Corraez House anp Temperance Hore. Co, Lp. 
Bucks anp Oxon Districr Gas anp Coxe Co, Lrp. 

Avrarena Ming, Liv. . 

Draper's CoaMBER OF Trapg Mutua. Insurancg Co, Lin. 
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The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Jaly 11.—Messrs, Ertoarr, at the Mart,at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Ground- 
rents (see advertisement, back page, this weak). 

July 12, 26, and Aug. 9.—Messrs. Denennam, Tewson, Rrcwarvsow & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2: Freeholi Residences, Ground-rente, Shop, Shares, Freehold Properties, 
Building Estates, Freehold and Leasehold Hotels (see advertisements, page iv, May 28). 


July 13.—Mesers. Epwiy Fox, Boustietp, Bugwetts & Bapperey, at the Mart, at 2: | 


Freehold Property and Ground-rents (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 14.—Meeers. Davin J. Cuatreitt & Soms, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehol1 Invest- 
ment (see advertisement, back page, July 2). 

July 15.—Mesers. E. & R. Sotomons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents, &c. 
(see advertieement, hack page, this week). : : 

July 19.—Messrs. WeatHeractt & Grexn, at the Mart, at 2: Wrechold Residential 
and Building Estates (see advertisement, back page, June 25). 

July 19.—Mesers. Desewnam, Tewson, Ricnarpson & Co., at the Mart at 2: Free- 
hold Estate (see advertieement, back page, June 18). 

July 20.—Messrs. Denennam, Tewson, Ricnuarpson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Gronnd-rents (see advertisement, page v, July 2). is 

July 21.—Messrs, Faresrotugr, Eviis, & Co., at the Mart: Freehold Building 
Estate (see advertisement, page v, July 2). 

July 25.—Messrs. Marten & Maree, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Building Site and 
Residential Property (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 25.—Messrs, Jones, Lane, & Co., at the Mar’, at 2: Freehold Property and 
Leasehold Investment (see aivertisement, back page, Julv 18). 

July 26.—Messrs, Hazrops, at the Mart: Residences, &c. (see advertisement, back 
page, this week). 

July 26.—Messrs. Hampron & Sons at the Mart: Town Houses (see advertisement 
page v, June 18), 

July 29.—East Surrey Warer Co, Sale of Shares by Tender, closing July 29 (see 
advertisement, page iii, Jule 2), 

Mesere. Knicut, Frank, & Ruriry 
ment, back page, June 4). 

July 21.—Messrs. Stiasow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Portcres, Aanp RENT-CHARGES. 

Messrs, H. E. Foster & Cranriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 910) of the 
a»ove-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thursday last, when 
the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
£7,530 :— 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS 
To £5,400... we 


Freehold Ground-rants for Sale (see advertise- 


oop vee eee wes oes ose Sold £1,469 
To £800 we ove eee . nee ose eee ee 9 250 
To £2,250 . oes ove ee ove ale ae seo %° 925 
To £451 a ae doy a es a — os : 200 
To £550 ove oe els vn _ ase eae coe cee - 410 
REVERSIONS— 
Toabout £1,100... ies ae die _ hee wan om - 490 
To £578 ee Bio | si ek he 195 
POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £2,500 ... ose ove ove os 810 
FULLY-PAID POLICIKS for £2,200... on on ee oo o i076 
PERPETUAL RENT of £3 per annum on 49, Coeapside, E.C. ... a 140 
PERPETUAL RENT of £9 13s. 4d. per annum on 118 and 119, 
Cheapside, E.C._... ve 3 “ a ti ee oe 9° 235 
PERPETUAL ANNUAL RENT-CHARGE of £21 5s, woe 9” 520 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 1. 
Asnpy, Louisa Jane, Northampton July 39 Rickerby, Cheltenham 
Barnett, Marta, Church Minshull, nr Middlewich, Chester Aug 16 Cook & Sons, 
Winsford, Cheshire 
Baryett, Mary Arn Jann, Grandav, Muswell Hill July 25 Robias & Grimsdall, Hornsey 
Bisnor, Tuomas, Bishopstone, Stone, Bucks, Farmer Augi5 J & T Parrott, Aylesbury 
Boyrigtp, Josspn Waicur, Nottingham, Builder July 23 Tarner & Co, Nottingham 
Carter, Jzannetta Soruta, Boscombe, Hants July 30 Marson & Toulmin, Southwark 
Bridge rd 
Cuvuss, Groner, South Brent, Devon Aug 13 Chilcott & Chilcott, Tavistock 
a Wituram Grorer, Shipley, Yorks Aug 16 Weatherhead & Knowles, 
ingley 
Cooper, Exizasera Janz, Walton upon Thames July 31 Shoubridge & Becher, 
Bedford row 
Coorgr, Satome, Ilfracombe Aug 11 Rowe & Warren, Ilfracombe 
Crocker, Freperick Symes, Somerton, Somerset July 15 Watts & Co, Yeovil 
Cusaway, Eviza, Church rd, Manor Park Augi3 Anning & Co, Cheapside 
Davigs, Evizaseta, Cardiff Sept 30 Gowing, Finsbury pymat 
Dopp, Jouw, Tunstall Aug7 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 
Doveatt, Isaneuva, [Ravensdale rd, Stamford Hill Aug5 Young & Cowper, Stoke 
Newington rd 
E_per, Henry James, Chesnut gr, Balham July30 Taylor & Co, Strand 
Evxinoton, ALrrep Jony, Hans rd Augi4 Ryland & Co, Birmingham 
Fa kRAR, Epmunv Joun Bearsrorp July 28 A L Farrar, Meols Drive, Hoylake, Chester 
Forpes, Magy Jang, Salcombe July 25 Hurrell, Kingsbridge 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 1. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. April14 Ord June 11 


Batten, Jesse, Cullompton, Devon, Music Dealer Exeter | Hammonp, Epwin Ernest, Leeds, Clerk Leeds Pet June 


Pet June 2’7_ Ord June 27 27 Ord June 27 


Bet, Witiiam, Hastings, Draper High Court Pet June | Haxxey, Gireert Liowet, Marlow on Thames, Laundry 
: Proprietor Aylesbury Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Brs?, Gzorce, Parkstone, Dorset, Wine Merchant Poole | Harvir, Wittiam, Petherton rd, Highbury, Financial 
7 Agent High Court Pet June18 Ord June 29 

Kemp, Cates, Canterbury, Painter Canterbury Pet June 


23 Ord June 28 


Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Boxp, Witt1am Wapr, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 27 Ord June 27 
Bowen, Tuomas Morcax, Norton on Tees, Durham, Clerk 
Stockton on Tees Pet June 25 Ord June 25 June3 Ord June 29 
Casweit, CHartes, Wolverhampton, Fruit Merchant | Luscomnr, G A, 


Wolverhampton Pet May 30 Ord June 28 High Court Pet May 21 


Gant, Ricnarp Brooxtxa, Norwich, Commercial Traveller Aug 20 Hatch, Norwich 
Gevurna, Wiutram Ricnarpsoy, Liscard Augi Rudd, Liverpool 

Hazets, Haxwan Maria, Plymouth Augl Murray, Plymouth 

Harers, Jutta, Goshen, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall July 18 Hancock. Truro 
Aiycucitrre, Exiza, Savile Town, Dewsbury July 22 Blakeley, Dewsbury 


head 

Kwiaut, Fravces, Kelsall, Chester Aug 12 Warburton. Manchester 

Lamptuana, WiiiiamM, Boston, Lincs Aug 24 Jebb & Tunnard, Boston 

Lioyp, Samvet Toomas, Aigburth, Liverpool July 24 Huntbach. Hanley 

Marruews, James, Penarth, Cardiff Anug9 Stewart, Clement’s inn 

Mipp.tetoyx, Wiiiram, Liverpool Aug 2 Barrell & Co, Liverpool 

Mowk, Carorixe. High st, Camden Town Ang 12 Scrett & Sons, Finsbury pavement 

Moreax, Joux, Pontvelum, Glam, Builder July 23 Gwyn & Gwyn, Cowbridge, Glam 

Nortox, Eowarp. Bracknell, Berks, Dealer in Music Aug 3 Bretherton & Murton- 
Neale, Tunbridge Wells 

Norrerpam, Perer. Burnley Aug’ Dixon & Co, Manchester 

Otprietp, Hewry, Hyde, Chester Aug? Drinkwater € Co, Hyde 

Roruscuttp, WatTER ALFRED, Queensbury pl, South Kensington Sept 1 Samuel & Co, 
Great Winchester st 

Parkes, THOMAS JENNINGS MASEFIELD, Birmingham, Machinery Broker July 30 Wood 
& Co, Birmingham 

Parkuovsr, Evizanets Mary Armstrona, Bitterne, nr Southampton July 30 Wool- 
dridge & Son, Winchester 

Parry. Vicrorta ApeLaipe. Harrow July 27 Mead & Sons, Jermyn st, Rt Tames’s 

Peckover, WiLueLtmisa, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge July 31 Southwell & Dennis, 
Wishech 

Prerin, Evaene Epwonp, Tylers Green, Bucks Ang6 Wood & Co, High Wvceomhe 

Sasprorp, Fo.uiorr James, Market Drayton, Doctor Aug 6 Warren & Co, Market 
Drayton 

Sinroy, Tuomas, East Boldon, Durham, Alehouse Keeper July 30 Newlands & Newlands, 
South Shields a 

Saurru, Henry Wesster, Scarborough, Commission Agent Aug2 Birdsall & Cross, Scar- 
borough 

Tayton, Karr, Netherbury, Dorset Aug 6 Martin & Mo, Kine st, Guildhall 

Terie, Gerrrupe Evizanern Evatye, Aigturth mans, North Brixton Augl Eagleton 
& Sons, “hancery In 

Twica, Jonny, Highgeite, Advertisoment Canvawser July 28 Gowing. Finsbury pymnt 

Vesey, Cuartes Cynrio Weviestey, Ryder st, St. James's July 29 Dimond & Son, 
Welbeck st 


| Joxes, Mary, Tyddyn Hic, Llanfihangelesceiflog July 31 Nee & Gordon-Roberts, Holy- 
| 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 5. 


Aprane, Lady Epirn Tsarnetra, Eaton pl] Aug 2 Mead & Sons, Jermyn st, St James's 

Arrcutson, Grorar, Harley st Aug 4 Upton & (Co. Austin Friars 

Atcuory®, Frayxces, Uckfield Aug 8 Dawsom & Hart, Uckfleld 

Avan, Resrcca Somerset, Reading Aug6 W E Allan, Hughenden. High Wycombe 

Asunerey, Wintram, Nottingham, Timber Merchant July 20 Howe, Sheffield 

Arkinson, Faeperiok Artuur, Upper Norwood Augl12 King & Sons, Stovrbridge 

Baeper.. Wrrtiam, Leighton Buzzard, Fishmonger Aug 2 Pettit & Co, Leighton 
Buzzard 

3eERLING, Joun, Ash, near Dover. Farmer Aug2 Chancellor & Ridlev, Dartford 

Bourcuier, MARIANNE Frances, Hadley Common, Herts An¢g8 Hawks, Hertford 

Brewis, Micuak., Hardwicke, Cambridge, Farmer Aug 15 Brown & Bon, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

Brovertox, Harrior Maapauenr Detves, Warnham Aug 5 Margret Heinemann, 
Framfield, Uckfield, Sussex 





Rrowy, Cuartrs, Swindon, Caretaker July 21 Elwell & Son, Highworth, Wilts 

Brows, Jonx Heyxoerson, Hale, Chester Aug 3l Janion & Hall, Manchester 

Brows, Ricaarp, Southampton July 39 Ensor, Southampton 

Burrows, Anranam, Teickenham Julv 30 Butcher & Sons, Gresham st 

Cayzer, Arraur Epwarp Bryant, Haywards Heath Augil Barber & Son, 8t 
Swithin’s In 

Crave, Joux. Marhamchureh, Cornwall Aug 15 Gurney & Craven, Bude 

Cour, Jouw, Tamerton Foliott, Devon July 31 Tawry, Plymouth 

aero Gitpert Jameson, Fenchurch st, Merchant Aug 10 Ince & Co, Fen- 
church st 

Featuerman, Americus, Highbury New park Aug 13 Welch & Co, Pinner’s Hall, 
Austin Friars 

Fenwick. Pascor, Lansdowne cres, Kensington Park Aug 2 Hilder, Gravesend 

Harris, Samuuer, Alderley Edge, “hester Angi Cobbhett & Co, Manchester 

Histop, ALEXANDER Ramaaeg, Bletchley, Bucks Aug 2 Pettit & Co, Leighton Buz- 


zard 
Horsrorp, Cornecius, Stow, Hunts, Farmer Aug 16 Hunnybun & Sons, Hunting- 
on 


Letraseiper, Witttam. Crystal Palace rd, South Tawton, Devon Aug 2? Rhodes & Co, 

Laupre, Georor, Crystal Palace rd, East Dulwich July 30 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 
Copthall av 

Parsry, Emma Ann, Regent’s Park Augi1 Cross & Sons, Lancaster pl 

Proctor, Ricuarp, Leeds July 16 Tempest, Leeds 

Ricumonp, Josern, Earl’s Court rd Augl Hunter & Haynes. New aq. Lincoln’s inn 

Suepeaerp, Wittram Mrratie, Appleby, Westmorland Aug8 Todd & Co, Chancery In 

Snort, Grorce Gien, Victoria st Augi6 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

Simpson, James Eowarp Bower, Lytham, Lance Augi9 Sale & Co, Manchester 

Srannus, Rev Beaucuamp Watrer, Arrow, Warwick July 19 Scott & Holyoake, 
Alcester 

Srreatrixiy, Witiiam, Pound Hill, Worth, Sussex, Builder Aug 1 
Grinstead 

Tompson, Samvue, Hunslet, Leeds Jvly16 Tempest, Leeds 

Towwsenn, Mary, Kirkby, Mallory, Leicester Aug 1 GE & F Bouskell, Market 
Bosworth 

Warren, Anniz, Peckham Julv 31 Freeman & Son, George st, Hanover sq 

Weucrr, Witttam Ricnarp, Mount st, Bethnal Green, Box Manufacturer 

| Turner, Finsbury pymt 

’ Wurresive, Euma, Toddington, Beds Aug2 Pettit & Co, Leighton, Buzzard 


White, East 








Shirley 





Evaws, Jesse Wetrorp, Newport, Mon, Saddler Newport, ; Ritry, Jonw Anranam, Deeds, Rag Merchant Leeds Pet 
Mon Pet June i7 Ord June 27 . 
Eyre, Fanyy, and Witiiam Howe, Long Buckby, North- | Rircnie, ALAN, and Frayois Artaur Leatu, Manchester, 
ampton, Shoe Manufacturers 


June 2% Ord June 25 

Northampton Pet Clothiers Manchester Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Russet & Co, HT Bristol, Financiers Bristol Pet June 
11 Ord June 27 : 

Tapiixe. Arraur Joux, Westbourne gr, Tailor High Court 
Pet June 7 Ord June 27 

Tuomas, FrepericK, Tenby. Pembroke, Mason Pembroke 
Dock Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Tovey, Harry Vernow, Caldecot rd. Coldharbour In, Cam- 
berwell, Surrey, Engraver High Court Pet June 28 
Ord June 28 


Kine, Jous Catsnoim, Mitre st, Aldgate High Court Pet | Taanen, Erizanern Marrua, Halifax Halifax Pet June 


29 Ord June 29 


HMS Essex, Portsmouth, Lieutenant | Taroxert, Wintiam Bravesrorp, Nottingham, Pig Dealer 


Ord June 29 Nottingham Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


Cuapwick, Freprricx, Royston, nr Barnsley, Cycle Dealer | Mmuuicax, Tuomas Josern, Piccadilly High Court Pet | Vern, Encar Tom, Devizes, Butcher’s Manager Bath 


Barnsley Pet June 29 Ord June 29 Nov 30 Ord June 20 


Pet June 29 Ord June 29 


Caapman, Samvgt, Sawtry, Huntingdon, Butcher Peter- | Moncan, Groroer Outver, Ross, Hereford, Tailor Hereford Wanpman, Witttam, Exeter, Builder Exeter Pet June 25 


borough Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


Pet June 29 Ord June 29 


Ord June 25 


Creaves, Herpert, Beaufort, Mon, Baker Merthyr Tydfil | Owzw, W Warkxyn, Victoria st, Colliery Agent High | Warsow, Watrer, Bratoft, Lines, Licensed Victualler 
Boston 


Pet June 28 Ord June 28 


Court Pet May i0 Ord June 29 


Pet Jure 28 Ord June 28 


Craic. Grorce, Wood Green, Pianoforte Manufacturer | Peers, Sauce, Derby, Painter Derby Pet June29 Ord i sew Baker 
Edmonton Pet June 28 Ord June 2 Sees oo . y, Painter erby Wrrerr, Atpert. Tarn st, Newington cat ay, 








High Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
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Wicetmay, Cnartezs Cotttys Crane, Dorset sq High 
Court Pet May 28, June 9 Ord June 28 

Winsom, Atrrep Ayer, Southsea, Hants, Grocer Ports- 
mouth Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Atuenrron, Amos, Great Lever, Bolton, Builder July 14 at 
3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Batten, Jesse, Cullompton, Devon, Musie Dealer July 
13 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Bett, Witi1am, Hastings, Draper July 11 at 1 Banke 





ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Best, Grorae, Parkstone, Dorset, Wine Merchant July 
llat2 100, High st, Poole 

Bop, Grorar, Pontycymmer, Glam, Fruit Hawker July | 
9 at 12.15 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Bo.vans, WItxram, Great Horton, Plumber July 9 at | 
1.30 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Bagoonzt, Piretrao Amanurtr, Hastings, Beer} Retailer 
July 11 at 12 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Briervey, WATER, Bury, Lancs, Auctioneer July 15 at 3 
Derby Hotel, Bury 

— JOsEPH, Shofiie ld, Builder July 13 at12 Off Rec, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

FLEMING, Samu EL James, Flixton, Lancs July 9 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Ham»onp, Epwin Ernest, Leeds, Clerk July 11 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Hanpsrorp, Grorar, Preston, Coachbuilder July 9 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Haynes, James Sauer “%. New Brighton, Chester July 11 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Hayrow, Mancaner, 4 Hulton, nr Bolton, Lancs, 
Grocer July 18 at 3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Hearry, CHARLES RicHarp, Tewkesbury, Timber Faller 
July 9at12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Howes, Groree, Burton on Trent, Licensed Hawker July 
9at1l Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Jonzs, Witiiam Freperick, Coventry, Coach Painter July 
llati1l Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Kemr, Catzgs, Canterbury, Painter July 9 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Kine, Jonn Cuisnotm, Mitre st, Aldgate July 13 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lawson, Joun Arnoip, Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper 
July 9 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

Levers, Francis Ronert, Lostwithiel, Cornwall, Grocer 
July 13at 12 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

Lizwettyy, Tuomas, Williamstown, Penygraig, Glam, 
Colliery Rider July 11 at 11 Off Rec, St Catherine’s 
chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Luscombe, G A,HMS8 Essex, Portsmouth, Lieut July 11 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MetuerEtt, Recinatp Artuur Josern, Folkestone, 
Watchmaker July 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

Miuuican, Taomas Josern, Piccadilly July 12at1 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Owen, W Warkyy, Victoria st, Colliery Agent July 11 at 
1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Raixrorp Frank, Bolton, Painter July 19 at3 19, Ex- 
change st, Bolton 

Ritey, Jonyw ‘ABRAHAM, Leeds, Rag Merchant July 11 at 
11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Sraniey, Heaveart, Palmerston cres, Bowes Park, Orchid 
Importer July 12at 12 14, Bedford row. 

Tar.ine, Agtour Joan, Westbourne grove, Tailor July 13 
at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tovey, Harry Vernoy, Caldecot rd, Coldharbour In, 
Camberwell, Engraver July 13 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey 

Traner, EvizanetH Martna, Halifax July 11 at 10.45 
County Court, Prescott st, Halifax | 

Wanman, Wittram, Exeter, Builder July 13 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Weopsr, ALBERT, Tarn st, Newington causeway Baker 
July 13 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wicatman, Cuaries Cottins Ciarke, Dorset sq July 14 
at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | 

Wituiams, THomas, Gites, Milson, Salop, Carpenter July | 
11 at 2.15 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster | 

Wricut, Tuomas, Henry, Barnard Castle, Durham, 
Saddler July 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Barnam, Cuarves James, Erith, Kent, Builder Rochester 
Pet April 15 Ord June 27 

Barten, Jesse, Cullompton, Devon, Music Dealer Exeter 
Pet __ sae 27 Ord June 27 , 





Best, Grorae. Parkstone, Dorset, Wine Merchant Poole 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Borp, Wittram Wane, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Bowery, Tsomas Moraay, Norton on Tees, Durham, Clerk 
Stockton on Tees Pet June 25 Ord June25 

Butirvaxt, Mary Purturpesox, Broughton, nr Manchester, 
Builder Salford Pet June1 Ord June 29 

Cuapwick, FarperrcKk, Royston, nr Barnsley, Cycle Dealer 
Barnsley Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

CuapMan, Samvet, Sawtry, Hunts, Butcher Peterborough 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Cieaves, Hersert, Beaufort, Mon, Baker Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

| Crate, Groner, Wood Green, Pianoforte Manufacturer 
Edmonton Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Go.psteix, Samuet, Wilkes st, Spitalfields, Baker High 
Court Pet Jan 18 Ord June 29 

Hammonp, Evowiys Erwest, Leeds, Clerk Leeds Pet June 
27 Ord June 27 

Husparp, Artuur Rosert, New ct, Farringdon st, Engin- 
eer High Court Pet April 22 Ord June 29 

Krew, Harry Faeprick, Ealing, Advertisement Contractor 
High Court Pet Sept11 Ord June 29 


| Kemp, Cates, Canterbury, Painter Canterbury Pet June 27 


Ord June 27 

Morcan, Grorcet Oxtver, Ross, Hereford, Tailor Here- 
ford Pet June 29 Ord Juue 29 

Noak, W, Smethwick, Staffs, Butcher West Bromwich 
Pet May 27 Ord June 29 

Papp.e, Henry, Beccles, Suffolk, Fish Merchant Great 
Yarmouth Pet June9 Ord June 28 

Pgacoox, Witu1amM Wesster, Pembroke, Hotel Proprietor 
Pembroke Dock Pet May 30 Ord June 28 

—— Samvug., Derby, Painter Derby Pet June 29 Ord 

une 29 


Court Pet May 31 Ord June 28 
Ritey, Joun Asranuam, Leeds, Rag Merchant "Leeds Pet 
June 2 25 Ord June 25 
Rircuir, ALAN, and Fraycis Artaur Leata, Manchester, 
Clothiers Manchester Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Russet, Herman Teran, Bristol, Financier Bristol Pet 
June il Ord June 29 
Szitpox, Epwarp Ervyest, Tetbury, Glos, Veterinary Sur- 
geon Swindon Pet June 23 Ord June 29 
Tsomas, Faeperick, Tenby, Pembroke, Mason Pembroke 
Dock Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
Top, Wriiu1am, Durrant’s Hotel, Manchester sq High 
Court Pet April 28 Ord June 27 
Trauer, Evizaseta Martua, Halifax Halifax Pet June 
29 Ord June 29 
Taicketr, WritiaM Bracesrorp, Nottingham, Pig Dealer 
Nottingham Pit June 27 Ord June 27 
Vern, Epaar Tom, Devizes, Butcher's Manager Bath 
Pet June29 Ord June 29 
Wapmay, Wic.iam, Exeter, Builder Exeter Pet June 25 
Ord June 25 
Watson, Watrer, Bratoft, Lincs, Licensed Victualler 
Boston Pet June 28 Ord June 28 
Waven, Epwarp, Brampton, Camberent, Grocer Carlisle 
Pet June 8 Ord June 29 
Weser, Avsert, Tarn st, Newington “ote Baker 
High Court Pet June 27 Ord June 2 
Wiuts, Rosert Lumury, Cullercoats, Northamberla nd 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 17 Ord June 27 
London Gazette.—Tvrspay, July 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BARNES, MARY ELIZA, Sheringham, Norfolk, Fancy Good® 
Dealer Norwich Pet July 2 Ord July 2 
BROOKES, ALFRED ERNEST, Gloucester, Commercial 
Traveller Gloucester Pet June 29 Ord June 29 
BURNS, EDWARD JAMES, Wednesbury, schoolmaster 
Walsall Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
CAMP, DANIEL JOHN, Ashford, Middiexex, Schoolmaster 
Kingston, Surrey Pet July2 Ord Jaly 2 
CoLE, ELIZABETH, Great Yarmouth, Newsagent Great 
Yarmouth Pet July1 Ord July 1 
CoMLEY, THOMAS HEDGINS, Cardiff, Pawnbroker’s 
Assistant Cardiff Pet June 30 Ord June 20 
CooKson, EDWARD, Ardwick, Manchester, Draper Man- 
chester Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
DowNS, WILLIAM NEWBORN, Crowland, Lincs, Labourer 
Peterborough Pet July 1 Ord July1 
EARP, W T CLIFFORD, Great Portland s4 High Court 
Pet June 3 urd July 1 
EDMONDSON, RICHARD, Cleveleys, Thornton le Fylde, Lancs 
Cab siciconeeanad Preston Pet July2 Ord July 2 





ELLIOTT, MARY ELLEN, Lower Hurst, Birley Carr, Wads.- 
ley Bridge, nr Sheffield, Farmer Sheffield Pet June 
30 Ord June 30 

FEATHERSTONHAUGH, CHARLES EDWARD, New Broad st 
High Court Pet June3 Ord July 1 

FLETCHER, ROBERT, ee, Bookseller Canterbury 
Pet June 14 Ord . July 2 

FRAMPTON, ALFRED, Basinghall st, Architect High Court 
Pet Mar 1 Ord July 1 

GREER, JOHN JAMES McCURDY, Rirkbeck Bank chmbrs, 
Gene ral Agent High Court Pet Feb5 Ord July 1 

HAWKES, ARTHUR SYDNEY, Luton, Grocer Luton Pet 
June 30 Ord June 30 

HAYWOoD, THOMAS, Presteigne, Radnor Leominster Pet 
July1 Ord July1 

HESLOP. HENRY JOHN, Stroud, Glous, Leather Merchant 
Gloucester Pet July1 Ord July 1 

HINTON, ARTHUR ERNEST, Hythe, Kent, China Dealer 
Canterbury Pet July2z Ord July 2 

HOSKINGS, FREDERICK ANTIPODES, Ryde, I of W, Hote! 
Proprietor Newport Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

JENNINGS, HENRY CHARLES, Bridgwater, Grocer Bridg. 
water PetJuly2 Ord July 2 

LIDDINGTON, VALENTINE JOHN, Towcester, Northampton, 
Carter Northampton Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

LIoT, GEORGE HENRIQUE, Queen st, Mayfair, Club Pro- 
priet wv High Court Pet June6 Ord June 29 

LLEWELLYN, THOMAS, Williamstown, Penygraig, Glam, 
Colliery Rider Pontypridd PetJune29 Ord June 29 

MALLINSON, GEORGE, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet July 
1 Ord July 1 

RAWLINGS, WILLIAM HARRY, Loughborough, Leicester 
Derby Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

RICHMAN, ABE, Newcastle on Tyne, Rag Merckant New- 
castle on Tyne Pet June 30 Ord June 30 


é | RICHMOND, WILLIAM HENRY, Blackburn, Bag Maker 
Ravcuirre, Heven, Marble Arch, Antique Furnisher High | 
| RIDLEY, FREDERICK BIRKETT, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet 


Blackburn Pet June 7 Ord July 1 


June 30 Ord June 30 

ROSENTHAL, MICHAEL, West Green rd, South Totteuham 
High Court Pet June 2 Ord June 30 

SALTER, JAM«ésS THOMAS, Old Change, Printer 
Pet Juoe 9 Ord June 30 

SEARS, ARTHUR Badsey, Worcester, Coal Merchant Wor- 
cester Pet Junell Ord July 2 

SHEPPARD, FRANK, Haslett rd, Kensington, Electrician 
High Court Pet May 25 Ord June 30 

SPARROW, WALTER, Tollington pk, Butcher Pet June 3 
Ord June 30 

TOMLINSON, MARGARET, Ripon, Yorks 
Pet July1 ord Jaly 1 

Von Boris, A Eric, Doughty st High Court Pet June 2 
Ord June 30 

WALTER, HENRY, Merton, Surrey, Oilman Croydon Pet 
July1 Ord July 1 

WEBSTER, ARTHUR, Farnworth , Lancs, Baker Liverpool 
Pet June 27 Ord June 30 

WEEDS, HENRY, Nottingham, Retail Ironmonger Notting- 
ham Pet June 29 Ord July1 

WILLIAMS, CHARLES JOHN, Llanberis, Carnarvon, Licensed 
Victualler Bangor Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

WILLIAMS, JOHN, .Fairfach, Llandilo, Carm¢rthen, 
Insurance Agent Carmarthen Pet June 18 Ord 
June 29 

WILLS, RopERT, Cardiff, Hay Merchant Cardiff Pet July 
z Ord July 2 


High Court 


Northallerton 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

BOND, WILLIAM WADE, Norwich, Grocer July 13 at 4.30 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

BROOKES, ALFRED ERNEST, Gloucester, Commercial Tra- 
veller July 13 at12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Brown, PAUL, Whitecroft nr Lydney, Glos, Grocer July 
13at11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

BULLIVANT, MARY PHILLIPSON, Broughton, nr Manches- 
ter, Builder July 13 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
chester 

CHAPPELL, HAROLD Victor, Bristol, Printer July 13 at 
12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

EARP, W T CLIFFORD, Gt Portlandst JulyJ5at1 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

EYRE, FANNY, and WILLIAM HowE, Long Buckby, North- 
ampton, 810e Manufacturers July 15 atll Off Rec, 
The Parade, Northampton 


FEATHERSTONHAUGH, CHARLES EDWARD, New Broad st 
July 15 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
FRAMPTON, ALFRED, Basinghall st, Architect July 15 at 


11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
HARTSHOKNE, BERTRAM F, Oxford July 14 at 12 1, St 
Aldates, Oxford 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTE 


a4, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STRAT, LONDON, 


mensatiectnitemnamand in 1880. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 





ar 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Corporation. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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GouLD, GEORGE THOMAS, Taunton, Platting, Waterloo 
Ashton under Lyne, Wood Turner July 13 at 2.20 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

HARVIE, WILLIAM, Petherton rd, Highbury, Financial 
Agent July 13at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HAWKES, ARTHUR SIDNEY, Luton, Grocer Jnly 14 at 12 
Chamber of Commerce, 29, King st, Luton 

HirpD, HENRY, Ulverston, Jeweller July 13 at 11.45 Off 
Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

JoHNSON, JAMES RaWSTORN, Southport, Manufacturer 
July 18 at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

LioT, GEORGE HENRIQUE, Queen st, Mayfair» Club Pro- 
prietor Julyl4at1 Bankruptcy blidgs, Carey st 

MALLINSON, GEORGE, Great Grimsby July 13 at1l Off 
Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

MassEY, DANIEL, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham July 14 at 
12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notingham 

PEERS, SAMUEL, Derby, Painter July 13 at 11 Off Rec, 
47, Full st, Derby 

PULLEN, EDGAR JOHN, Sudbury Suffolk, School Proprietor 
Colchester July 29 at 11 Cups Hotel, Colchester 

RICHMOND, ABE, Newcastle on Tyne, Rag Merchant 
July 13 at 12 Off Rec, ,30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

RIDiBY, FREDERICK BIRKETT, Leeds, Draper July 13 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

RoSENTHAL, MICHAEL, West Green rd, South Tottenham 
July 15 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

ROWLAND, LEwIs, Neath, Glam July 15 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

RUSSELL, HERMAN TERAH, Bristol, Financier July 13 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

SALTER, JAMES THOMAS, Old Change, Printer July 15 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SELDON, EDWARD ERNEST, Tetbury, Glos, Veterinary Sur- 
geon July 13at11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swin- 
don 

SHaw, HuGH, Askam in Furness, Lancs, Labourer July 
18 at11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Fur- 
ness 

SHEPPARD, FRANK, Haslett rd, Kensington, Electrician 
July 14at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

SMITH, ALEXANDER GEORGE, Birmingham, Licensed Vic- 
tualler July 13 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpor- 
ation st, Birmingham 

SPARROW, WALTER, Tollington pk, Butcher July 15 at1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

TRICKETT, WILLIAM BRALESFORD, Nottingham, Pig 
Dealer July 14 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pi, Park st, 
Nottingham 

TRUMAN, THOMAS HENRY, Beeston, Notts, Lace Manufac- 
turer July 15 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

VENN, EDGAR ToM, Devizes, Butcher's Manager July 13 
at11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Von Boris, A ERIC, Doughty st July 20at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

WAILES, WILLIAM CORDNER, Cardiff, Shipowner July 14 
at3 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

WALTER, HENRY, Merton, Surrey, Oilman July 13 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

WA1SON, WALTER, Bratoft, Lincs, Licensed Victualler 
July 14at 12.45 Off Rec, 4 and6, West st, Boston 

WAUGH, EDWARD, Brampton, Cumberland, Grocer July 15 
at1l 384, Fisher st, Carlisle 

WEBSTER, ARTHUR, Farnworth, Lancs, Baker July 13 at 
11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

WINSOM, ALFRED AYLEN, Southsea, Grocer and Baker 
July 14at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALMANSI, ARTURO, Cardiff, Wine Merchant Cardiff 
Pet Junell Ord June 29 

BARNES, MARY ELIZA, Sheringham, Norfolk, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Norwich Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

BROOKES, ALFRED ERNEST, Gloucester, Commercial 
Traveller Gloucester Pet June 29 Ord June 26 





BURNS, EDWARD JAMES, Wednesbury, Schoolmaster 
Walsall Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

CASWELL, CHARLES, Chapel Ash, Wolverhampton, Fruit 
Merchant Wolverhampton Pet Jujy1 Ord May 3u 

COLE, ELIZABETH, Great Yarmouth, Newsagent Great 
Yarmouth Pet July1 Ord July 1 

CoMLEY, THOMAS HEDGINS, Cardiff, Pawnbroker’s 
Assistant Cardiff Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

COOKSON, EDWARD, Ardwick, Manchester, Draper Man- 
‘chester PetJune 30 Ord June 30 

DOWNS, WILLIAM NBWBORN, Crowland, Lincs, Labourer 
Peterborough Pet July1 Ord July 1 

EDGELOW, JOHN HENNEN, Bedford row, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Dec6 Ord July 2 

EDMONSON, RICHARD, Cleveleys, Thornton le Fylde, Lancs, 
Cab Proprietor Preston Pet July2 Ord July 2 

ELLIOT, Marky ELLEN, Birley Carr, Wadsley Bridge, nr 
Sheffield, Farmer Sheffield Pet June 30 Ord June3v 

EVANS, JESSE WELFORD, Newport, Saddler Newport, 
Mon PetJune17 Ord June 30 

GLASSER, FREDERIOK, Victoria rd, Stoke Newington, Baker 
Edmonton Pet May2 Ord June 27 

GREEN, EMILY LousiA, Claremont, Hastings, Hotel Pro- 
prietress Hastings Pet June 20 Ord July 1 

GRIFFIN, FRANCES FREDERICK, Bristol, Commercial 
Traveller Bristol PetJune 23 Ord June 30 

HAWKES, ARTHUR SIDNEY, Luton, Grocer Luton Pet 
June 30 Ord June 3) 

HAYNES, JAMES SHELDON, New Brighton, Commission 
Agent Birkenhead Pet June6é Ord June 20 

Hestop, HENRY JOHN, Stroud, Leather Merchant 
Gloucester Pet July1 Ord July 1 

HINTON, ARTHUR ERNEST, Hythe, Kent, China Dealer 
Canterbury PetJuly2 OrdJuly 2 

HOSKINGS, FREDERICK ANTIPODES, Ryde, I of W, Hotel 
Proprietor Newport Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

JENNINGS, HENRY CHARLES, Bridgwater, Grocer Bridg- 
water PetJuly2 Ord July 2 

LAUGHLAND, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Bath, Draper Bath Pet 
June7 Ord June 30 

LLEWELLYN, THOMAS, Williamstown, Penygraig, Glam, 
Colliery Rider Pontypridd Pet June 29 Ord 
June 29 

LIDDINGTON, VALENTINE JOHN, Towcester, Northampton, 
Carter Northampton Pet July2 Ord July 2 

MALLINSON, GEORGE, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby 
Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

MORRIS, EDWIN, Hopton, Nesscliffe, Farmer Shrewsbury 
Pet June 24 Ord July 1 

MUMFORD, WILLIAM THOMAS, Pilliter st, Merchant High 
Court Pet Mari19 Ord July 1 

PRICE, WILFRID GEORGE WHITLEY, Belvedere rd, Upper 
Norwood, Clerk Croydon Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

RAWLINGS, WILLIAM HARRY, Loughborough Derby 
Pet June 30 Ord June 3u 

REEVES, JAMES, Reading, Baker Reading Pet June 13 
Ord June 29 

RIOHMAN, ABE, Newcastle on Tyne, Rag Merchant New- 
castle on Tyne Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

RIDLEY, FREDERICK BIRKETT, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet 
June 30 Ord June 30 

SMITH, REGINALD MOUNTJOY, Duke st, St James's, Picture 
Dealer High Court Pet May 25 Ord June 30 

SPARROW, WALTER, Tollington pk, Butcher High Court 
Pet June 3 Ord July 2 

TOMLINSON, MARGARET, Ripon, Yorks Northallerton 
Pet July1 Ord July 1 

WALTER, HENRY, Merton, Surrey, Oilman Croydon Pet 
July1 Ord July 1 

WakD, THOMAs, Enfield Wash, Ponders End Edmonton 
Pet May2 Ord Aug 29 

WEBSTER, ARTHUR, Farnworth, Lancs, Baker Liverpool 
Pet June 27 Ord July 1 

WILLIAMS, CHARLES JOHN, Llanberis, Carnarvon, Licensed 
Victualler Bangor Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

WILLS, ROBERT, Cardiff, Hay Merchant Cardiff Pet 
July 2 Ord July 2 

WRIGAT, SIDNEY FOWLER, Birmingham, Accountant Bir- 
mingham Pet May6 Ord July 2 





Bicentenary. 1710-1910. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Copod from Policy dated 1788 





| N FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 
Heap Orricr: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and) PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
= WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 
including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PLATE GLASS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE are accepted by the 
various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 
and the Supreme Courts of Scotland, the Masters in Lunacy, Board of 


Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty’s Government. 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
London Gazette of April 19: 


APFELBAUM, JACOB DAVID, Liverpool Stationer Liver- 
pool Pet Mar3 Ord April 16 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 27 : 


CaTT, MARK SNELL, Grove rd, Marylebone, Coal Merchant 
High Court Pet Aprilé Ord May 23 











MAPLE & CO 


LIMITED 


FAMOUS ALL THE 
WORLD OVER 


FOR 


EASY CHAIRS 


Booklet Free 


LONDON BUENOS AIRES 


PARIS 














Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FPounpep 1n THE Reran or WittusM & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Ooroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 











BY AUTHORITY 





Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
an 


The BOOKSand FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, 


Saare Centivicates, Desentunes, &c., ved and 
printed, OvviciaL Seals designed and rae 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &o, 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 





Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 








668 








__THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


July 9, 1910. 





Cane 


CHARITIES, &c. 





VENTNOR AND FOLKESTONE _ 


Holiday and Gonvalescent Homes 
FOR THE 410 LONDON CITY MISSIONARIES. 


Ventnor, 1869. Folkestone, 1887. 
What puts a City Missionary out of Repair 7 

1. The places he must spend his working hours in. 

2. The awful scenes he must witness every d@y. 

8. The vitiated air he must inbreathe 

4. The terrible poverty and sickness he sees, 
What is the Remedy? 


A FORTNIGHT AT THE SEASIDE. 


Two Homes (Ventnor and Folkestone) have to be supported 
for the City Missionaries with their wives 

Contributions, however small, will be gladly received by 
the Secretary, Mr. JAMES DUNN 

@2 10s. will provide a Free Holiday for a Missionary 
for a fortnight 

25 will secure a similar rest for Missionary and wife 
Will the Reader give one Missi y a Holiday? 

Bankers : BARCLAY & Co., LIMITED, 


Office: 3, BRIDEWELL PLACE, LONDON, E.C. 

















THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


VOR THE 


PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.c. 
The largest Hospital of its kind 


The Charity is forced at present to rely, to some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenanee. 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send for partieulars 


of the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 
“THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer, 


COREE 
ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, w. 








President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Eag. 


Number of patients weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 
towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 





A Donation of £10 10s. constitutes Life Governorship. 
Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDILN, 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


PATRON: HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 

The Committee have much pleasure in announcing that 
81k ERNEST H. SHACKLETON, C.V.0O., will distribute the 
prizes at the Asylum. on Wednesday, July 27th. 

JOHN HILL, Esq, the Treasurer, will preside. 

Subscribers wishing to attend should apply to the Secre- 
tary for tickets, as the number is limited. 

SUBSCRIPTIONS and DONATIONS towards the main- 
tenance, clothing, and education of the large number of 
children now in the Asylum are earnestly requested. 

Offices :—63, LUDGATE HILL, E.C. 
Commr. HARRY C. MARTIN, R.N., Secy. and Supt. 


T. MARK’S HOSPITAL FOR CANCER, 
FISTULA, and other DISEASES of the RECTUM, 
City-road, E.C. 
HELP URGENTLY NEEDED. 
A. W. SOWDEN, Secretary. 














LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Professiou 

to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 

&c., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B. 

Forms, Gratis, tor Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 

solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 

File of ‘London Gazette” kept for free reference, By 

appointment. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, Limited. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 
FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C, 





SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1910. 
MESSRS. 


}*AREBROTHER, ELLIS, EGERTON, 
BREACH, GALSWORTAY, & CO. 

beg to announce that the undermentioned dates have been 
fixed for their AUCTIONS of FREEHOLD, Copyhold, 
and Leasehold ESTATES, Reversions, Shares, Life 
Interests, &c., at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C. 

Other appointments for intermediate Sales can also be 
arranged, 


Thursday,!|November 17 
Thursday, November 24 
Thursday, December 1 
Tuesday, December 6 


Thursday, July 21 | 
Thursday, October 6 
Tuesday, October 18 
Thursday, October 20 
Thursday, November 3 


A List of forthcoming Sales by Anction is published 
in the advertisement columns of ‘‘The Times” every 
Saturday. 

Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis, & Co. alao issue on the lat 
of every Month a SCHEDULE OF PROPERTIES TO BE 
LET OR SOLD, comprising landed and residential 
estates, farms, freehold and leasehold houses, town and 
country building land, City offices and warehouses, 
ground-rents, and investments generally, which will be 
forwarded free of charge. A carefully revised register of 
applicants’ wants is kept, and details of requirements are 
specially invited from those seeking properties, &c., to 
whom particulars of suitable places are sent from tims 
to time, Applications should be made at their Ottices, 
No. 29, Fleet-street, Temple Bar, F.C. 





a ISLAND for INEBRIETY. 
Boating, Billiards, Fishing, Sea-Bathing, &c. 
Illustrated Guide sent free from 
F, N. Cuarsirneron, Osea Island, Essex, 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUGS, 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 

Two Resident Physicians. 

Terms, 2 to 3Guineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R. 
Telephone: P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 

‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD,” 








INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 


PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A.. 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 
psf and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

TetzcrapHic Apprgss: “‘ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
¥. 8. D. HOGG, M.B.C.8., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Kiokmansworts. 


THE ALLIANCE CREDIT BANK 
OF LONDON, LIMITED, 
11, SOUTHAMPTON ROW, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 


ADVANCES from £100 to any amount 
without delay on reasonable terms, with or without 
security on Note of Hand, Stocks and Shares, Life 
Policies, &c. BILLS DISCOUNTED. 
Prospectus gratis. A. N. SQUIRKELL, Manager, 








BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere 





| BRAND & CO.,, Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 





PERIODICAL SALES 
ESTABLISHED 1843, 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 


\ (anecessors to Marsh, Milner, & Oo.) ¢ 
PERIODICAL SALES of ; 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), 
LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES, 
LIFE POLICIES, 
Shares and Debentures, 
Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and 
Kindred Interests, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS in each month 
throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C, 
The dates fixed for 1910 are as follows :— 
Thursday, July 21 Thursday, October 20 
Thursday, August 4 Thursday, November 3 
Thursday, August 18 Thursday, November 17 
Thursday, September 1 | Thursday, December 1 
Thursday, Sevtember 15 Thursday, December 15 
Thursday, October 6 | 
Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Telegrams, “ Invari- 
ably, London.” ‘Tel. Nos. 999 and 1000 Bank, and 8539 
Central. 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS, 


Bs. H. E, FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
c beg to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
are held at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the first 
and third Wednesdays in the month. 

The dates fixed for 1910 are as follows :— 
Wednesday, July 20 Wednesday, October 19 
We ‘uesday, August 3 Wednesday, November 2 
Wednesday, August 17 Wednesday, Novembar 16 
Wednesday, September 7 Wednesday, December 7 
Wednesday, September 21 Wednesday, December 21 
Wednesday, October 6 ’ : 
Vendors, solicitors, and trustees having properties for 

sale are respectfully invited to communicate with the 
Auctioneers, at their Otfices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C, 
Telegrams: “Invariably, London.” ‘fel, Nos. 999 and 
1000 Bank, and 8539 Central. 


\ 








EATHERALL & GREEN, 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, aad Land Agents, 
22, CHANCERY LANE, W.O, 
(Telephone, 555 Holborn), 
Will hold SALES by —. at the MART :— 


July 19 November 8 

October 11 Decemoer 13 
of LANDED and HOUSE PROPERTIES, Ground-rents, 
Reversions, &c. Messrs. Weatherall & Green undertake 
and advise on COMPENSATION and RATING CASHS, 
and VALUATIONS for all purposes. 





Established 1877. Telephone—North 1227. 


HERBERT & BUXTON, 


Surveyors and Estate Agents, 
FORTESS ROAD, KENIISH TOWN, N.W. 
Surveys and Plans prepared of Estates and for Deeds, 
&c., on the shortest notice. 
Estates efticiently managed. 
parts of London and suburbs. 
Staff comprises Certiticated Bailiffs, 


AUCTION SALES. 

ESSRS. FIELD, SONS, & GLASIER’S 
M AUCTIONS take place MONTHLY, at the MART, 
and include every description of Property. Printed terms 
can be had on application at their Otlices, Messrs. Field, 
Sons, & Glasier undertake Surveys of all kinds, and give 
special attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. 
Offices, 54, Borough High-street, 5.E., and 5, Waterlov- 
place, Pall Mall, 8.W 


Rent collections in all 








TO THE LEGAL PROFESSION, 


MESSRS, . 
NIGHT, FRANK, & RUTLEY under- 
take the SALE of Valuables for the Profession. 
Solicitors having to realise clients’ property are invited 
to consult the above, whose three great galleries are open 
daily. ‘There is no better market for the dis 1 of 
FAMILY JEWELS, OuD SILVER, FURNITORE, 
PICTURES, Engravings, Libraries, Coins, Medals, Lace, 
Furs, China, Musical Instruments, Stumps, Bronzes, 
Sculpture, Guns, Curios, Wines, Cigars, and other pro- 
perty. Sales held in private residences and ‘l'rade Stocks 
sold on owners’ premises in town or country, Prompt 
ttlements, 7? 

VALUATIONS for Fire Insurance. Knight, Frank, & 
Rutley’s signed Inventory and Valuation of the Contents 
of a house 1s a needful adjunct to all Clients’ Policies. 
Valuations for Estate Duty, Division, &c. Sale and Letting 
of Townand Country Properties. Funds always avauable 
for Mortgagors at short notice. Rating Surveys for Assess- 
ment Committees. Property Surveys and Vilapidations, 

&c.—9, Conduit-atreet, and 234, Maadox-street, London. 





UNSOLD AUCTION LOT, a 
REEHOLD GROUND-RENT £95 im 
one lease; secured on 18 modern weeklies, m 
excellent repair; rack-rentals £500; price reduceu Ww 
£1,800.—C, Rawizx Cross & Co,, Lirp,, 76a, Chancery- 
lane, W.C. 








tLD 


oduct 





=r Sf 


a a 


Teleph 





